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?INTRODUCTION
The purpose of the Uniform Soybean Tests is to critically evaluate the best 
of the experimental soybean lines developed by federal and state research 
personnel in the U.S. and Canada, for their potential as new varieties.
A test is established for each of ten maturity groups. Uniform Test 00 in­
cludes maturity Group 00 strains for the northern fringe of the present area 
of soybean production. Uniform Tests 0 through IV include later strains 
adapted to locations progressively farther south in the North Central States 
and areas of similar latitude. Each year new selections are added and others 
that have been sufficiently tested are dropped. The summary of performance 
of strains in Uniform Tests 00 through IV in the northern states is included 
in this report. The report on Uniform Tests IVS through VIII in the southern 
states is Issued separately.
Data from the Uniform Tests form the basis for decisions on the regional re­
lease r»f soybean varieties. Preliminary Tests are grown at a limited number 
of locations throughout the region to screen the experimental strains for 
maturity and general agronomic performance for one year before they are en­
tered in the Uniform Tests.
Unreleased strains in this report are not available for general distribution. 
For further information on them contact the originating agencies listed on 
Page 6.
UNIFORM TE8T PAITICIPANTS— 1975
T. 8. Abney, AR8, USDA 
Department of Botany 
and Plant Pathology 
Purdue University 
W. Lafayette, IN U?907
L. J. Anderson 




Department of Botany 
and Plant Pathology 
Purdue University 
W. Lafayette, IN U7907
R. L. Bernard, ARS, USDA 
U. S. Regional Soybean Lab. 
University of Illinois 
UTbana, Illinois 61801
R. D. Brigham




D. R. Browning 
Agronomy Research Center 
Southern Illinois University 
Carbondale, Illinois 62901
R. I. Buzzell
Canada Dept, of Agriculture 
Research Station 
Harrow, Ontario, Canada
D. W. Chamberlain, ARS, USDA 
U. S. Regional Soybean Lab. 
University of Illinois 
Urbana, Illinois 61801
R. C. Clark, ARS, USDA 
Department of Agronomy 
Iowa State University 
Ames, Iowa $0010
R. H. Cole & J. 0. Yocum 
Department of Agronomy 
Penn State University 
University Park, Penn. 16802
R. L. Cooper, ARS, USDA 
U. S. Regional Soybean Lab. 
University of Illinois 
Urbana, Illinois 61801
G. M. Dorrihoff 
University of Nebraska 
South Central Station 
Clay Center, Nebraska 68933
D. B. Egll
Department of Agronomy 
University of Kentucky 
Lexington, Kentucky U0506
W. R. Fehr
Department of Agronomy 
Iowa State University 
Ames, Iowa $0010
J. E. Glesbrecht 




Rm. 2U% Moore Hall 
Department of Agronomy 
University of Wisconsin 
Madison, Wisconsin 53706




Brandon, Manitoba, Canada R7A527 
D. J. Hume
Department of Crop Science
University of Guelph
Guelph, Ontario, Canada NIG2WI
h UNIFORM TEST PARTICIPANTS— 1975
R. C. Jenkinson
Kemptvllie College of Agricultural 
Technology 
Kenptvllle, Ontario, Canada
T. J. Johnston 
Department of Crop Science 
Michigan State University 
East Lansing, Michigan U8823
G. D. Jones
Piedmont Research Station 
Orange, Virginia 22960
J. R. Justin
Department of Soils and Farm Crops
Rutgers University
New Bruasvlck, New Jersey 08903
J. W. Lambert 
Department of Agronomy 
University of Minnesota 
St. Paul, Minnesota 55101
F. A. Lavlolette 
Department of Botany 
and Plaht Pathology 
Purdue University 
W. Lafayette, Ittdlana U7907
R. C. Leffel, ARS, USDA 
Plant Nutrition Laboratory 
Plant Physiology Institute 
Beltsvllle, Maryland 20705




V. D. Luedders, ARS, USDA 
Department of Agronomy 
University of Missouri 
Columbia, Missouri 65201
A. 0. Lunden 
Plant Science Department 
South Dakota State University 
Brookings, South Dakota 57006
R. S. Moomav 
University of Nebraska 
Northeast Station 
Concord, Nebraska 68728
C. D. Nlckell 
Department of Agronomy 
Kansas State University 
Manhattan, Kansas 66502
M. H. Nlehaus 
Ohio Agricultural Center 
Department of Agronomy 
Wooster, Ohio UU69I
D. A. Reicosky 
Department of Agronomy 
University of Kentucky 
Lexington, Kentucky U0506
A. 7. Schmltthenner 
Ohio Agricultural Center 
Department of Plant Pathology 
Wooster, Ohio UU69I
J. G. Shannon 
University of Missouri 
Delta Research Center 
Portagevilie, Missouri 63873
P. E. Smith
Department at Agronomy 
Ohio State University 
Columbus, Ohio U3210
H. Tachlbana, & L. Card, ARS, 
Department of Botany 
and Plant Pathology 
Iowa State University 
Ames, Iowa 50010
J. W. Tanner
Department of Crop Science 
University of Guelph 
Guelph, Ontario, Canada
D. A. Whited 
Department of Agronomy 
North Dakota State University 
Fargo, North Dakota 58102
UNIFORM TEST PARTICIPANTS— 1975 5
J. R. Wilcox & R. J. Martin AR8, U8DA 
Department of Agronomy 
Purdue University 
W. Lafayette, Indiana U7907
J. H. Williams 
Department of Agronomy 
University of Nebraska 
Lincoln, Nebraska 68503
M. W. Van Natta 
Department of Agronomy 
155 Emerson Hall 
Cornell University 
Ithaca, New York IU85O
Harvey Voldeng & Joseph Seltzer 
Canada Agriculture Research 
Station 
Forage Crops Building 







Experimental (i.e., unreleased) strains are Identified by a number with a code letter 
prefix. Hie code letters have been agreed upon in meetings of experiment station 
agronomists cooperating with the U.8. Regional Soybean Laboratory. They indicate the 





C Purdue (Indiana) A.E.S.













N North Carolina A.E.S.
ND North Dakota A.E.S.
0 Central Experiment Farm, Ottawa, Ontario
0 Research Station, Harrow, Ontario
QAC University of Guelph, Guelph, Ontario
Oh Oklahoma A.E.S.
PI Plant Introduction, Germplasm Resources Laboratory, U.S.DJU, Beltsvllle, Md
R Arkansas A.E.S.
S Missouri A.E.S.
SC South Carolina A.E.S.
SD South Dakota A.E.S.
SL Two or more states cooperatively
Ts Texas A.E.S.
T Soybean Genetic Type Collection, U.S.R.L.
U Nebraska A.E.S.
UD Delaware A.E.3.




METHODS - 1975 7
Uniform Tests are usually planted In f-'ur-P'nr pi'ts with three replications *r 
three-row plots with f'ur replications and the oenter one or two r-ws *re har­
vested. Preliminary Tests ara usually planted In three-row plots (the center 
row harvested) with tw’ replications. More rows are desirable where unusually 
narrow (under 30 inch) row spacing Is used. Usually 18 to 20 feet of r w^ are 
planted and 16 feet harvested, to eliminate end-^f-row effects. Seeds are 
packeted at approximately 180 viable seeds per packet for each row.
Parentage. Parent strains other than named varieties are Identified on page IP.
Generation Composited is the generation after the final single-plant selection.
Previous Testing. The number of previous years in the same Uniform Test is 
given, or, in the case of new entries, a reference to last year's test abbre­
viated UT 0 for Uniform Test o, PT III for Preliminary Test III, etc.
Yield Is measured after the seeds have been dried to a uniform moisture content 
and is rec orded in bushels (60 pounds) per acre. (T’1 convert to kilograms per 
are (or quintals per hectare) multiply by .67?5; 1 kg/are ■ 1.U87 bu/acre.)
Maturity is the date when 951o of the pods have ripened. Delayed leaf drop and 
green stems are not considered in assigning maturity. Maturity is expressed as 
days earlier (-) or later (+) than the average date of the reference variety.
To aid In maturity group classification, one earlier and one later "tie" variety 
are given on the maturity table for each test. Current reference and tie varieties 
and the maturity group limits relative to the reference varieties are:
Group Reference Range Early Tie Late Tie
00 Portage -2 to +6 Clay (0)
0 Evans -5 to +3 Altona (00) Hodgson (I)
I Hodgs ~>n -3 to +5 Evans (0) Corsoy (il)
II Corsoy -3 to +5 Hodgson (i) Woodworth (III)
III Woodworth -U to +b Beeson (II) Cutler 71 (IV)
IV Cutler 71 -U to +7 Williams (III) Essex (V)
These maturity group ranges are based on long-time means over many locations.
When using data from other environments, the Interval between reference varieties 
may vary, and the division between maturity groups should be estimated in pro­
portion to the above figures.
Lodging is rated at maturity according to the following scores:
1 Almost all plants erect
2 All plants leaning slightly or a few plants down
3 All plants leaning moderately (^ 5°), or 25K> to 50^ of the plants down
b All plants leaning considerably, or 50^ to 80<j6 of the plants down
5 Almost all plants down
Height is the average length in inches of plants from the ground to the tip of 
the main stem at the time of maturity. (To convert to centimeters, multiply by 
2.5U.)
Seed Quality is rated according to the following scores considering the amount and 
degree of wrinkling, defective seed cost (growth cracks), greenishness, and moldy 
or rotten seeds. (Threshing or handling damage is not considered, nor is mottling 
or other pigment.)
1 Very Good 2 Good 3 Fair k Poor 5 Very Poor
Seed Size (i.e. weight per seed) in grams per 100 based on a 100 or 200 seed sample. 
(To convert to seeds per pound divide this into U5,359*2).
Seed Composition is measured on samples submitted to the Laboratory. A 60 to 70-gram 
sample of clean seeds is prepared by taking an equal volume or weight of seeds from 
each replication. Protein and oil percentages are measured using Infrared reflec­
tance.
Descriptive Code; 123^ 567, abbreviated as underlined below:
1 ■ Flower Color: Purple, Wiite
2 = Pubescence Color: Tawny, Gray, Light tawny
3 a Pubescence Type: Normal, Appressed, Semi-appressed
U b Pod Color: Brown, Tam
5 b Seed Coat Luster: Dull, Shiny, Intermediate
6 b Seed Coat Color: Yellow, Gray, Light gray, Green
7 b Hilum Color: Black, Imperfect black, Brown, Buff, Gray, Tan, Yellow;
prefixes indicate Light or Dark shades, e.g., Lbf * 
light buff, Dlb a dark imperfect black.
Peroxidase Activity: H m High, L b low activity in seed coat.
Fluorescent Light Response: E b early flowering (about 35 days), L m late flowering
(about 70 days; under 20 hour cool white fluorescent photoperiod.
Shattering is scored at a specified time after maturity and is based on estimates of 
the percent of open pods as follows:
1 No shattering 3 10$ to 25$ shattered 5 Over 50$ shattered
2 1$ to 10$ shattered k 25$ to 50$ shattered
Iron Chlorosis is rated from 1, no chlorosis, to 5, severe chlorosis.
Emergence Score is related to Hypocotyl elongation and was measured at Ames, Iowa, on 
germination at 25 C (a critical temperature for differentiating strains).
DISEASE 9
Disease reactions are listed according to "Soybean Disease Survey Standards", 
March 19^0, unless otherwise specified. Disease reaction is scored from 
1 (no disease) to 5 (very severe), or in some cases as percent infected or 
simply as + (present) or o (absent). Purple seed stain and seed mottling 
follow the disease severity class rating:
Disease severity class rating______ 1 U 5
Number of diseased seed in sample 0 1-3^ U-8% 9-19% 20-100%
An additional classification to describe the extent of seedcoat mottling as 
M (mild), E (extensive), or S (severe), is included. Pod and stem blight is 
rated as percent of Infected seed on a four-week delayed harvest sample. The 
location where the test was made is identified in the column heading, and the 
letter "a" or "n" signifies artificial or natural infection. Clearcut and con­
sistent reactions are given by letter instead of number: R“resistant, S-suscen-
tible, I«intermediate, and H*heterogeneous. Natural infection ratings are from 
agronomic tests in some instances and from special disease planting in others. 
Absence of symptoms under natural infection does not necessarily mean high
resistance.
Abbreviation Disease Pathogen
BB Bacterial blight Pseudomonas glycinea
BBV Bud blight Tobacco ringspot virus
BP Bacterial pustule Xanthomonas phaseoli var. so.lensis
BS Brown spot Septoria glycines
BSR Brown stem rot Cephalosporium ^re^atum
CN Cyst nematode Heterodera glycines
CR Charcoal rot Macrophomina phaseoli
DM Downy mildew Peronospora manshurica
FE1, FE2 Frogeye race 1 , 2 Cercospora so,1ina
PM Powdery mildew Microsphaera diffusa
PR Phytophthora rot Phytophthora sojae
PS Purple stain CorcoBpora kikuchii
PSB Pod & stem blight Diaporthe phaaeolorum var. so.lae
Pyd Pythium root rot Pythium debaryanum
Pyu Pythium root rot Pythium ultimum
RK Root knot nematode Meloidogyne spp.
RR Rhisoctonia root rot Rhisoctonia solani
SB Sclerotial blight Sclerotium rolfsii
SC Stem canker Diaportha phasaolorum var. caulivo:
SMV Soybean mosaic So.1a virus 1
TS Target spot Corynespora c^esiicola
WF Wildfire Pseudomonas t. abaci
YMV Yellow mosaic Phaseolus virus 2
Ratings for BB, BP, BS, DM, FE-, and PM were baaed on leaf symptoms; those for 
BSR on oercent of plants with Stem browning, or percent of stem length browned, 
and those for PR on seedling rotting and/or stunting. Tolerance ratings with PR 
races 1 and 3 present are: l»none-trace deed plunts; 2»up to 2% dead plants, no
stunt in? or chlorosis; 3"up to 10% dead plants, alight stunting or chlorosis; *♦«» 
up to 50% dead plants, moderate stunting and chlorosis; 5“ovar 50% dead nlanta, 
severe stunting and chlorosis.





0 I II III IV
Preliminary Tests 
0 I II III IV
N.T. Aurora M. W. Van Natta X
Pa. Landisville R. H. Cole X X X
N. J. Adelphia J. R. Justin X X X X
Del. Georgetown I E. L. Wlsk X X X
Md. Clarksville R. C. Leffel X X X X X
Queenstown 99 X X
Princess Anne ft X
Va. Orange G. D. Jones X
Ont. Ottawa H. D. Voldeng X
Elora D. J. Hume X X X
Kempt vi lie R. C. Jenkinson X
Rldgetown D. A. Littlejohns X X X X XHarrow L. J. Anderson X X X
Ohio Hoytville P. E. Smith X X X X X
Wooster M. H. Neihaus X X X
Columbus P. E. Smith X X X X X X
Mich. E. Lansing T. J. Johnston o o o X XDundee 9 X X X
Ind. Bluffton J. R. Wilcox & X X
Lafayette R. J. Martin X X X X X X
Greenfield 99 X X
Sullivan 99 X X XEvansville 99 X X
Ky. Henderson D. A. Relcosky X X
Wise. Arlington E. T. Gritton o o X o o X X
Ashland 99 X
Spooner 99 X o 2LDurand 99 X X
1 1 1 . DeKalb R. L. Cooper X X X
Pontiac 99 X X
Urbana R. L. Bernard X X X XGirard 99 X X XBrownstown 99 X X X
Belleville 99 X X
Eldorado 99 X X XCarbondale D. R. Browning X X
Minn. Crookston J. W. Lambert X
Morris 99 X X K.Rosemount 99 X X jC
Lambert on 99 X X X
Waseca 99 X X XIowa Greene W. R. Fehr X XKanawha 99 X XAmes 99 X XSloan 99 X XStuart 99 X X X XOttumea 99 X X X X
UNIFORM TEST LOCATIONS— 197 5 11
Tests Uniform Tests Preliminary Tests
Location* Conducted by 00 0 I II III Vf 0 I II III IV
Mo. Edina V. D. Ludders X X X
Columbus tt o o o 0 o
Appleton 99 X X
Portageville** J. Ge Shannon H XPortage la
Prairie J. E. Glesbrecht XMorden It X
Brandon R. I. Hamilton X
N. D. Fargo D. A. Whited X X X
Oakes 19 o
S. D. Revillo A. 0. Lunden X X X
Brookings I «V X X X
Centerville tt X X
Elk Point I ft X X
Neb. Mead I J. H. Williams X X X X X XConcord 99 X
Clay Center 99 o
Kan. Manhattan I c. D. Nlckell X X X X
Ottawa 99 o o
Powhattan 99 X X
Columbus 99 X
Tex. Lubbock I R. D. Brigham X
No. Locations with agronomic data (x, x) 11 9 18 26 28 27 8 10 11 10 9No. with seed composition data (x) 7 6 8 11 U 11 5 k k k 6
Ont. Harrow Peroxidase
* a a a m  x  o o  v o
Fluorescent Light R. I. Bussell 00-IV . . .Ind. Lafayette BS, FE_, BSR, PR F. A. Laviolette 00-IV 0-IV
Sullivan DM & K. A. Athow 00-IV 0-IV
Lafayette PSB, PS, SMV T. S. Abney &
T. L. Rlbhards 00-IV
Ohio Vickery PR A. F. Schraitthenner I-IV I-IV
1 1 1 . Urbana BB, BP D. W. Chamberlain I-IV I-IV
Minn. Crookston Chlorosis J. W. Lambert 00-IV . . .
Lamberton 99 99 00-IV --
Iowa Ames BSR, PR H. Tachibana & 
L. Card 00-IV 0-IV
Chlorosis W. R. Fehr & 00-IV 0-IV
Hypocotyl J. Miller 00-IV . . .
Kansas Manhattan Shattering C. D. Nickell 00-IV 0-IV
Texas Lubbock Shattering R. D. Brigham III-IV
* I ■ Irrigated ** A - Tiptorrrille Silt Loan 
B ■ Portageville Clay
12
IDENTIFICATION OF PARENT STRAINS
Strain Parantaga or Sourca Uni firm Testing
A-100
Clark -I r (LU)
Clark -I r Rps rxp (L12A)
Kent-Rps rxp (SL5)





































I (Clark x T201) x r(Clark x TIU5) 
Clark 63 x Lll (L12 reselected for 
7 « yield)
Kent x LU9-U196 x Kent x Mukden 
BP & PR resistant 
WayneyI r Rps x Wayne x Kanrlch 
Wayne x Clark 63 
Renville0x Capital 
(Lincoln x Richland) x Korean 
A50-6838 (Ottawa Mandarin x Kanro) x 
_ A50-7537 (Richland x Jogun)
Harosoy x PI8U.9^6-2 
Clark x PI8U.9^6-2 
Progenitor of Amsoy 
Lincoln x Ogden; From same F_ plants
as Kent
Wabash x Hawkeye
Blackhawk x Harosoy, PR resistant 
Harosow x C1079 
C1266R x C1253 
C1253 x Kent 



















Corsoy x [Provar x (A59-850 x Magna)J 
Hark x Wayne 
Amsoy x Wayne 
Corsoy x Wayne 
Amsoy x Wayne
Provar x (AX56P6U-1 x,PI91.110-l) 
Harosoy 63 x (Harosoy x S5U*1207) 
(C1128 x 55^-1207) x [C1128 x Sel.
(Monroe x Lincoln)]
Clark x/'Adams
Harosoy x TIU5 (Harosoy dt.)
Clark,- x T117; Dtp-Semldeterminate 
Clark -In x T2oV, narrow lf*f 
Clark-e^Cearly) from Clark x T2U5 , 
Harosoy -In (narrow leaf) from Harosoy 
c x T20U






























L65-132U Wayne_ x Clark-eu (L62-1926) 68 PII
L65-1342 Wayne x Clark-eg (L62-1926)




L66-1359 Wayne-x L57-0034 70-74 IVL66-2004 Clark x Peking —
L66L-137 Wayne x L57-0034 70 IIIL66L-144 •1 70-71 IV
L66L-154 11 £i 69-70 III
L67-533 Clark x Hlgan 70 PHI
L69L-3M10
Clark-dt- E.. t e. x Harosoy-dt. 
Lincoln x^ichlNnd 49-51 I
M59-120 11-54-240 x 11-54-139 60-70 I
M60-92 C^ornet x M319 (Lincoln x Hawkeye)] 69-70 0
M61-20 Merit x Comet 7k P0
M61-96 Merit x Haroeoy 70-71 0
M62-177 M3&7 x M4o6 71 0
M62-263 Grant x M319W 71-72 I
M62-275 Norchief x Harosoy 71 I
M63-17 M402 x M4o6 71 I
M319 Lincoln x Hawkeye 58-61 I
M372 M10 x PI180.501 61 I
M384 Renville x Capital 63-66 00
M387 N x *• 63 00, 64
MU02 II X w 63-64 II
m4o6 Harosoy x Norchief 64-6 5 0
m433 Acme x Chippewa 64 0, 65 I
Md62-3223 Selection from Bulk population 70 IV
Md66-1258 2nd cycle Intermates 7k PIII
0-52-903 Strain 753*1 from Suen A. Holmberg, 
Horrkoping, Sweden, same as PI194.654
from Pagoda-2 x Flskeby III --
0X383 Corsoy x Harosoy 63
Rogue in Pl84.946 introduced from Korea
70 PII
PI8U.9U6-2
in 1930. Somewhat resistant to BSR 66 PIV
PI91.110-1 From Manchuria, China in 1931 ...
PI180.501 Strain No. 18 from Frankfurt, Germany 
in 1949; from a Manchurian strain x
PI54.6l6 ---
R54-168 DU9-2573 x NU5-1U97; Sister sel. of Davis--
R62-659 (R5U-168 x Hill) x (Lee x Dortchsoy 110)65 FV




1. Altona 0-52-903 (Holmberg 753-1) * Flambeau 11 F-2. Norman Acme x Hardome 10 t t5
3- Portage Acme x Comet 15 itU. CM121 Acme x Blackhawk - - &5. CM1U7 • 91 mmtm
6. CM1U8 ff It - - 99
7. M65-217 MU33 (Acme x Chippewa) x Hark 2 F5
* Number of years 
Regional data for
In this test.
the past three years shows that the varieties Altona, Norman,
and Portage differ by 1-2 bushel per acre In yield and about 5 days in maturity. 
Tests oxer the three years show that M65-217 Is similar to Altona In maturity,
Is higher yielding than Altona by three bushels, but Is susceptible to phytoph- 
thora root rot.
The three new entries In the test, CM 121, CM 1U7, and CM lU8, though segregating 
or resistant to phytophthora, show no superiority In other characteristics to the 
check varieties In the test.
UNIFORM TEST 00, 1975 
Disease Data
BS DM FE_ BSR PSB PS SMV PR
Strain Laf. Sull. Laf. Laf. Ames Laf. Laf. Laf. Laf. AmesInd. Ind. Ind. Ind. I ova Ind. Ind. Ind. Ind. Iova
n i n in n
n n a n in stem plants d in a seed a a
Altona U 1 3 10 Uo 55 U6 2 3E R RNorman 3 1 U 0 26 Uo 20 2 Ue S S
Portage 5 U 20 20 Uo 27 2 Ue S S
CM121 3 1 5 20 Uo 75 36 2 3E H HCMIU7 U 1 5 Uo 36 65 38 2 Ue R HCM1U8 2 1 U 50 36 85 50 2 3E R H
M65-217 5 1 3 Uo 21 75 U6 1 Um S S




















Altona PTNBr SYB1 1.5 3.0 U E 1 H 2
Norman PGNBr SYY 1.0 2.0 3 E 1 H 2Portage PGNBr D+SYY 1.5 1.5 2 E 1 H 5
CM121 PGNBr DYG 1.5 2.0 3 E 1 H 5
CM1U7 PGNBr DYG 1.0 2.0 3 E 1 H 5CM1U8 PGNBr DYG 1.0 1.5 2 E 1 H 5
M65-217 PGNBr DYY 1.5 1.5 3 E 1 H 5













No. of Testa 11 11 _ . 9
m i
10 11 10 11 7 7
Altona 30.3 2 +3.7 1.8 29 2.U 17.3 39.8 19.2
Norman 29.U 5 +1.7 1.5 29 2.1 16.7 39.5 19.9
Portage 28.U 7 9-5 M 1.2 28 2.3 17.1 39.1 19.6
CM121 29.8 1+ +1*.3 1.3 28 2.2 18.5 Uo.l 19.U
CM1U7 30.1 3 +1.6 1.3 29 1.9 18.6 1*0 .1 19.1CM1U8 28.7 6 +2.1 1.3 29 2.5 19.5 39. U 19.7
^ M65-?17 32.9 1 +3.1 1.3 30 1.9 lU.9 38.5 19.9
f 108 days after planting
1973-75. 3-YEAR MEAW
No. of Tests 28 28 25 26 28 27 27 18 18
Altona 33.2 2 +5> 2.2 28 2.5 18.1* 1*1.1 19.5
Norman 31.8 3 +3.2 2.0 28 2.2 17.1 1*0.9 19.8
Portage 30.6 1* 9-6.lt 1.3 27 2.1* 18.0 1*0 .1 19.9
M65-217 36.U 1 +U.8 1.6 29 2.0 15.U 39.8 19.9
f 107 days after planting
UNIFORM TEST 00, 1975 17
Ontario Wisconsin
Strain Mean Ottawa Elora
Kempt—
Fllle Ashland











































C. V. (i) 
L.S.D. (5^ ) 







































































1973-75, 3-YEAR MEAN YIELD
U2.7 36.0 3o!b
te.h 35.7 33.5 




























18 UNIFORM TFFT 00, 1975







Prairie Morden Brandon Fargo
Altona 27.3
1975 YIELD (bu/a) 
27.6 32.9 U2. 5 2U.7 17.3 30. U
Norman 25.1 2»t.8 29.5 37.9 25.5 20. U 2U.9Portage 21.U 27.5 31.0 35.6 28.7 21. U 26.1
CM121 22.6 23.5 29.9 38.7 26.5 22.7 28.2
CMlU? 23.1 27.3 30.5 38.2 29.1 21.9 28.6CM1U8 2U.1 2U.3 28.3 35.3 28.3 22.3 23.2
M65-217 31.1 28.7 32.u U6.9 29.7 22.5 31.3
C.V. (4) 11.0 7.9 7.0 9.U 7.1 9.7 6.7
L. S. D. (54) U.5 3.5 NS 5.U 2.9 3.6 2.7Row ap. (in.) 22 30 30 36 30 30 28
Rows/Plot U U h 3 3 U 3Repp. 3 3 3 U U 3 It
Altona 2 2
YIELD RANK
1 2 7 7 2Norman 3 5 6 5 6 6 6Portage 7 3 3 6 3 5 5
CM1?1 6 7 5 3 5 1 ItCM1U7 5 U U U 2 It 3CM1U8 U 6 7 7 U 3 7




. 3-YEAR MEAN YIELD 
3U.U Ul.9 32.6 7^7?18.0 72,7?29.1
Norman 25.3 29.9 32.5 38.1 32.U 20.0 25.2Portage 2U.9 29.9 30.9 37.1 31.2 20.0 25.2
M65-217 30.1 35.2 37.6 UU.7 33.8 22.1+ 31.*»
Altona 2 2
YIELD RANK
2 2 2 U 2
Norman 3 3 3 3 3 2 3Portage it 3 U U U 2 3M65-217 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
UNIFORM TEST 00, 1975 19
Ontario Wise. Minnesota Port­ Manitoba N.D.
Otta­ Kempt- Ash- Crook- Mor- Rose- age la Mor- Bran­ Far­
Strain Mean wa Elora ville land ston ris mount Prair* den don go
9 Tests MATURITY (relative date) *
Altona +3.7 +3 +6 0 +3 +7 +U +2 +6 +2 tmtmNorman . +1.7 -1 +2 0 +1 +2 +1 +6 +3 +1 +1
Portage9“5.^ 9-18 9-5 8/26 9-10 8-15 8-25 9-16 9-10 9-17 9-9
CM121 +U.3 +8 +5 +9 +1 +U +2 +3 +3 +1 +3
CM1U7 +1.6 +2 +1 -2 +2 +2 +3 +L 0 0 +2
CM1U8 +2 .1 +7 +1 0 +3 +2 +2 +3 +8 -2 +1
M65-217 +3-1 -2 +2 +2 0 +1 +2 +8 +7 +5 +3
Clay (0)+10.8 — +10 — +6 +16 +11
Pate
planted 5-21 5-30 5-21 5-22 5-22 5-22 5-9 5-15 5-15 5-27 5-25 5-23tPey to
mat. 108 111 107 96 111 98 102 12k 106 115 109
10 Tests LODGING (score)
Altona 1.8 2 .1 1 .6 1.0 1.0 1.0 3.7 2.3 3.0 1.0 1.8Norman 1.5 1.6 1.9 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.7 2.0 2.0 1.0 1.8Portage 1.2 1 .1 1.3 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.3 2.0 1.0 1.0
CM121 1.3 1.3 1.3 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.7 1.7 2.0 1.0 1.3CMIU7 1.3 1.2 l.k 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.3 1.7 2.0 1.0 1.3CM1U8 1.3 l.U 1.3 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 2.0 1.0 1.5
M65-217 1.3 1 .1 1.3 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.7 1.7 2.0 1.0 1.5
11 Tests PLANT HEIGHT (inches)
Altona 29 37 33 16 23 25 25 2k 3k 19 28 29Norman 29 38 3U 17 22 26 26 22 3b 21 28 26
Portage 28 36 31 16 21 27 23 22 32 20 27 25
CM 121 28 38 31 15 20 2k 27 23 3b 20 26 25
CM1U7 29 37 31 15 2k 26 27 22 35 20 26 25CM1H8 29 38 30 15 22 27 28 22 33 20 26 25
M65-217 30 36 33 15 20 26 28 25 35 22 32 28
* Not Included In the mean.






10 Tests SEED QUALITY (score)
Altona 2.U 2.0 1.0 3.0
Norman 2.1 2.0 1.0 3.0
Portage 2.3 U.O 1.0 3.0
CM121 2.2 3.0 1.0 3.0
CM1U7 1.9 2.0 1.0 2.0
CM1U8 2.5 3.0 2.0 U.O
M65-217 1.9 1.0 1.5 3.0
11 Teats SEED SIZE (g/100)
Altona 17.3 20.6 17.6 19.3 19.8
Norman 16.7 21.2 16. U 18.6 20.2
Portage 17.1 22.5 16.5 18.1 19.9
CM 121 18.5 2U.0 18.9 18.2 20. U
CMIU7 18.6 22.8 18 .1 21.3 20.1
CM1U8 19.5 2*. 9 19. U 2U.8 20.3
M65-217 1U.9 17.8 lU.3 15.1 17.9
7 Teats PROTEIN d)
Altona 39.8 U2.1 U3.0
Norman 39.5 *♦3-3 U2.0
Portage 39.1 U2.6 U0.8
CM121 Uo.l *»3.5 Ul.5
CM1U7 Uo.l U2 .7 Ul.7
CM1U8 39. U Ul.7 M r  5
M65-217 38.5 Ul.2 U0.9
7 Tests OIL «)
Altona 19.2 19.3 18.9
Norman 19.9 18.9 19.5
Portage 19.6 18.8 19.3
CM121 19. U 17.8 19.3
CM1U7 19.1 18. U 18.6CM1U8 19.7 19.2 18.7
M65-217 19.9 18.9 19.6
UNIFORM TEST 00, 1975 21
Strain






Pralrl# Mord«oiT Brandon Fargo
SEED QUALITY (acor®)
Altona 2.3 3.7 2.0 2.0 1.5 U.O 3.0
Norman 2.0 3.0 2.3 1.0 1.5 2.0 3.0
Portage 2.3 2.7 2.3 2.0 1.0 2.0 3.0
CM121 2.0 3.0 2.0 1.7 1.6 3.0 2.0
CM1*»7 2.0 3.0 2.0 l.U 1.6 2.0 2.0
CM1U8 2.3 3.0 2.7 1.5 1.6 2.0 3.0
M65-217 2.0 3.0 2.3 1.0 1.2 2.0 2.0
SEED SIZE (g/lOO)
Altona 15.6 12.8 16.3 20.0 18.3 1U.7 lfc.9Norman lU.5 12.5 16.6 17.5 17.3 lU.O lU.k
Portage 15.5 12.9 16.7 18. 17.9 15.2 lU.6
CM121 17. *• 13.8 17.9 19.9 20.3 15.9 16.7
CM1*»7 18.2 1U.5 18.3 20.1 19.2 15. U 16.5
CM1U8 18.2 1*».3 18.7 20.2 19.9 16.8 17.3
M65-217 13.1 11.1 1U.6 16.7 16.9 12.9 13.0
PROTEIN (*)
Altona 39.7 39.3 Ul.U 35.8 37.6
Norman Uo.l 38.8 39.8 36.1 36.5
Portage U2.U 35.9 39.7 36.0 36.2
CM121 U0.8 38.2 U0.8 37.9 37.7
CM1U7 Ul.3 38.5 Uo.l 36.9 38.8
CM1U8 39.5 37.9 39.9 37.2 38. u
M65-217 38.8 38.9 38.8 36.u 36.8
OIL (i)
Altona 19.6 20.9 17.5 17.9 20.6
Norman 20.3 22.0 18.6 18.3 22.0
Portage 18.3 21.8 18.7 17.8 22.2
CM121 19.7 21.6 18.1 17.5 22.0
CM1U7 19.0 21.2 17.8 17.6 21.0
CM1U8 20.0 22.0 18.7 17.9 21.5
M65-217 20.0 21.9 18.8 18.2 22.0




1. Clay Capital x Renville 8
2 . Evans Merit x Harosoy _ 5 nj
3. Swift II-5^“2U0 (Lincoln x Richland) x Korean
x II-5^”139 (Renville x Capital) 7 i tU. M65-9U M38U (Capital x Renville) x Corsoy 2 f t
5. M65-295 Anoka x Magna 1 1 9
6. M66-18 Clay x Altona PO 99
7. M66-30 Magna x M61-20 (Merit x Comet) PO 99
8. M68-2 Wilkin x M59-120 (II-5U-2U0 x 11-5^-139) PO 99
9. M68-37 Evans x M59-120 PO 99
* Number of years in this test or name of 197^ test.
The regional 6-year mean Shows that Ewans is higher yielding and has better seed 
quality than either Clay or Swift. The 2-year test data does not show any yield 
advantage of m65~9^ or M65-295 over the check varieties. The entry m65“9^ has 
excellent lodging resistance and is 5 days earlier than Evans.
The four new entries this year, M66-18, M66-30, M68-2 and M68-37 show no distinct 
advantage over the variety Evans for apy characteristic evaluated. M66-18 Is 
similar in maturity and about one bushel higher in yield than m65~9^«
UNIFORM TEST 0 , 1975 
Disease Data
BS DM FE2_ BSR PSB PS SMV PRLaf. Sull. Laf. Laf. Ames Laf. Laf. Laf. Laf. AmesStrain Ind. Ind. Ind. Ind. Iowa Ind. Ind. Ind. Ind. Iowa
n n i n
n n a n K, stem plants d i a seed a a
Clay U 1 5 Uo 50 75 55 U Ue S SEvans 5 3 5 10 3U 90 U2 2 Ue R RSwift 3 8 5 60 58 95 88 U 5E S SM65-9U 2 2 5 10 50 95 59 3 Ue s s
M65-295 5 2 U Uo U8 100 65 2 Ue s SM68-18 U 2 U 10 36 95 U5 2 Ue R sM66-30 5 3 5 0 50 95 35 U Ue S HM68-2 U 2 5 20 57 90 Ul u 3E R R
M68-37 U 2 5 30 62 95 60 u Ue F H


















Clay PGNBr SYY 1.0 1.5 3 E 1 L-»H 3
Evans WGNBr DYY 1.0 1.0 3 E+L 1 H 5
Swift WTNBr DYB1 1.0 1.0 2 E 5 H U
M65-9U WGNBr DYY 1.0 2,0 U E 1 H 2
M65-295 PTNBr DYTn 1.0 2.0 3 E 1 H 3
M66-18 PGNBr SYBr 1.0 1.5 2 E 1 L 2
M66-30 PGNBr DYY 1.0 2.5 3 E 1 L 3
M68-2 WGNBr DYY 1.0 1.0 2 L 1 L 3
M68-37 WGNBr DYBf 1.0 1.5 3 E 1 H 3













No. of Tests 9 9
1222 
8 8 8 7 ? 6 6
Clay 33.0 9 -9.5 1.7 27 2.3 16.1 1*0.2 21.1*
Brans U0.9 1 9-22.5t 2.3 36 1.7 15.9 38.9 21.5
Swift 36.5 8 +0.9 2.9 36 2.0 15.3 37.8 20.8
M65-9U 36.6 7 -7.U 1.5 28 2.1 16.2 39.1 21.2
M65-295 39.1 1* +0.9 2.U 33 2.3 21.6 37.6 19.5
M66-18 37.8 6 -6.2 1.8 29 1.8 16.7 1*0.1* 20.7
M66-30 39.2 3 +1.9 1.8 32 1.8 20.5 39.7 20.7
M68-2 38.9 5 +0.1* 1.8 35 1.8 16.7 39.9 20.1
M68-37 39.3 2 -l.H 2.1 32 2.1 17.8 38.5 21.2
j- 125 days after planting 






16 12 1? 11 11
Clay 32. k 5 -7.5 1.6 2U 1.9 15.8 1*0.6 21.2
Brans 37.7 1 9-21.1+ 2.0 33 1.6 15.U 39.U 21.2
Swift 3*».U 1* +1.U 2.U 3U 2.0 15.0 38.6 20.2
M65-9U 3^.5 3 -5.1* 1.3 26 2.0 16.0 39. H 21.0
M65-295 35.5 2 +1.7 2.0 30 2.5 20.8 38.0 19.2
+ 12U days after planting 




22 22 18 21 17 17
Clay 3U.9 1* -6.9 1.5 25 2.0 15.9 1*0.1* 21.9
Evans 38.9 1 9-18.2f 1.8 33 1.6 15> 39.6 21.8
Swift 36.U 3 +1.6 2.1* 33 2.1 15.1 38.7 20.9
M65-91* 36.5 2 -U.9 1.3 26 2.2 16.2 39.5 21.6
f 122 days after planting 




1*1* 1*5 39 *»3 3>* 3*
Clay 35.2 3 -6.2 1.5 26 2.5 16.1* 1*0.7 21.8
Evans 38.2 1 9-19.6+ 1.9 3l* 1.7 15.5 39.6 21.8
Swift 36.2 2 +1.6 2.5 31* 2.1 15.1* 38.8 21.2
t 122 days after planting
UNIFORM TEST 0, 1975
Strain Mean










9 Tests 1975 YIELD (bu/a)
Clay 33.0 33.5 1+3.0 1+9.3 16.0 28.8 29.3 1+3.1 3U.0 20.1
Evans 1+0.9 1+8.5 1+3.8 51+.1+ 25.1 1+2.0 1+0.0 1+8.2 39.8 26.1
Swift 36.5 33.5 38.0 1+9.9 21.5 1+0.3 35.U 1+8.0 37.3 21+.6
M65-9H 36.6 1+0.8 1*5.6 51.9 16.9 30.5 3I+.8 1+7.1+ 37.2 2U.7
M65-295 39.1 1+6.9 1+0.2 1+6.6 23.0 1+1.3 35.7 51+.0 35.8 28.6
M66-18 37.8 1+5.7 1+3.7 51+.5 18.5 32.3 33.8 1+9.2 36.1 26.1
M66-30 39.2 37.7 1+3.0 53.0 22.1+ 1+3.0 1+1.3 55.1+ 31.7 25.0
M68-2 38.9 U7.8 1+1.7 51.1 19.7 37.2 36.9 1+8.7 38.1+ 28.2
M68-37 39.3 1*5.2 1+2 .1 52.8 25.2 1+0.1+ 1+3.6 50.1 36.3 18.0
C.V. i 11.3 8.9 6.2 17.6 10.0 9.8 12.7 6.5 8.6
L.S.D. (5^ ) 6.9 NS 1+.6 5.1* 2.9 6 .1 NS 3.5 3.1+
Row sp. (in.) 30 12 2l» 38 38 30 30 28 30
Rows/Plot 3 1+ 1+ 1 1 1+ 1+ 3 2
Reps. U 1+ U 1+ 1+ 3 3 1+ 1+
YIELD RANK
Clay 9 8 1+ 8 9 9 9 9 8 8
Evans 1 1 2 2 2 2 3 6 1 3
Swift 8 8 9 7 5 5 6 7 3 6
M65-9^ 7 6 1 5 8 8 7 8 1+ 5
M65-295 1+ 3 8 9 3 3 5 2 7 1
M66-18 6 1+ 3 1 7 7 8 1+ 6 3
M66-30 3 7 1+ 3 1+ 1 2 1 9 7
M68-2 5 2 7 6 6 6 1+ 5 2 2
M68-37 2 5 6 1+ 1 1+ 1 3 5 9
17 Tests 197k-19T5. 2-YEAFt MEAN YIELD
Clay 32. U 3 M 1+7.0 21.8 29.8 33.2 1+1 .1+ 19.7
Evans 37.7 35.8 52.0 27.6 35.1+ 38.7 1*1*. 5 2U.9
Swift 3h.k 31.2 1+9.6 26.1 32.3 35.6 1+2.6 23.9
M65-9*+ 3U.5 36.1+ 1+9.0 22.2 29.2 36.1+ 1+3.8 23.2
M65-295 35.5 30.1+ 1+7.1+ 26.8 35.5 32.2 1+1+.2 28.0
YIELD RANK
Clay 5 3 5 * 1+ 1+ 5 5Evans 1 2 1 1 2 1 1 2
Swift 1+ 1+ 2 3 3 3 1+ 3
m65-9*+ 3 1 3 1+ 5 2 3 1+
M65-295 2 5 1+ 2 1 5 2 1
UNIFORM TEST 0, 1975
Strain Mean










23 Tests 1973-1975 3-YEAR MEAN YXELD_, „ 73.75
Clay 3U.9 38.1 1*8.0 25.5 25IeT 37.6 1*0.2 31.8 23.5Evans 38.6 39.6 51.9 31.3 35.1* 1*2.3 1*2.2 31*.2 26.0Sfwift 36.1* 3»».0 50.0 31.5 32.3 1*0.1 1*1.2 33.6 27.1M65-9U .36.5 39.3 1*8.1* 25.0 29.2 39.0 1*1.3 27.6
YIELD RANK
Clay U 3 --- I* 3 3 1* 1* 1* 1*
Evans 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 2 3
Swift 3 1* 2 1 2 2 2 3 2
m65-9>* 2 2 3 1* 1* 3 2 1 1
8 Tests MATURITY (relative date)
Clay -9.5 0 -10 -12 -18 -12 -9 * -2
Evansf 9-22.5 9-30 9-28 9-20 9-26 9-27 9-9 9-13 9-27
Swift 40.9 +2 +3 +1* -6 -U +5 +2 +1
M65-9U -7.** +2 -15 -9 -12 -12 -9 -6 +2
M65-295 +0.9 +1* +3 -3 +1* -2 0 +1 0M66-18 -6.2 -3 -12 -2 +1 -18 -11 -7 +2M66-30 +1.9 -1 -2 +3 -2 +3 +7 +7 0
M68-2 +0.1* -2 -1 +3 +1 -1 +1 +2 0
M68-37 -1.1* +2 0 -10 -11 +2 +6 +3 -3
Altona (00) -17 -18 -15
Hodgson (I) 0 +3 +7 +6 +1
Date plan. 5-20 5-29 5-20 5-20 5-23 5-21 5-9 5-15 5-23 5-27
+Da. to mat. 125 IP** 131 123 126 129 123 121 123
8 Tests LODGING (score)
Clay 1.7 1.0 1.5 2.6 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.0 2.3
Evans 2.3 3.0 3> 3.0 1.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
Swift 2.9 3.0 H.5 3.7 1.0 2.5 3.0 3.0 2.8
M65-9^ 1.5 1.0 1.0 2.1* 1.0 1.5 1.3 2.0 1.5
M65-295 2.1* 1.0 3.8 l*.l 1.0 2.5 1.7 2.0 3.0
m68i-i8 1.8 2.0 1.3 2.5 1.0 1.5 1.7 2.0 2.0
M66-30 1.8 1.0 1.5 3 .1 1.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.0
M68-2 1.8 2.0 2.0 3 .1 1.0 1.5 1.7 2.0 1.5
M68-37 2.1 2.0 3.1 _ 2.U 1.0 2.5 1.7 2.0 2.0
8 Tests PLANT HEIGHT (inches)
Clay 27 27 29 25 a6 21 2k 23 20
Evans 36 3** 1*3 39 57 29 32 31* 23
Swift 36 3*» 1*2 1*1 51 32 31* 33 22
M65-9^ 28 2U 30 30 1*6 23 28 26 20
M65-295 33 30 38 33 61 2U 27 28 21M68-1C 29 32 30 29 1*6 21 25 25 22
M66-30 32 25 3k 38 58 26 28 29 21M68-2 35 30 37 39 55 30 32 31* 21
M68-37 32 28 37 27 58 27 ?0 32 19* Not Included in the mean.
UNIFORM TEST 0, 1975 27
Strain Mean



















































































9 Tests SEED SIZE (st/lOO)
Clay 16 .1 18.7 15.0 18.2 18. L 16. L 13.6 15.9 lL.2 1L .7
Evans 15.9 18 .1 15.0 17.6 19.0 15.8 13.6 16.0 13.0 15.2
Swift 15.3 17.8 15.8 17.7 17.5 lL.L 13.0 1L.6 12.6 1L.0
M65-9L 16.2 22.2 13.9 17.7 17.5 15.8 13.7 15.9 lU.2 15.2
M65-295 21.6 25.0 23.2 22.8 23.5 21.2 19.2 21.5 16.6 21.1M66-18 16.7 18.6 15.0 21. L 19.8 15.8 13.6 15.9 1L.3 16.0
M66-3O 20.5 20.0 21.2 18.7 25.3 20.6 18.3 21.5 16.2 23.1
M68-2 16.7 18.8 16.3 18.3 19.5 15.7 15.0 16.5 13.2 16.7
M68-37 17.8 25.L 15.5 18.7 19.6 16.7 17.0 16.6 lL.2 16.5
6 Tests PROTEIN i
Clay Lo.2 Ll.L L2.1 38.0 L0.8 37.1 Ll.9
Evans 38.9 Ll.3 Lo .9 36.2 39.7 35.7 39. L
Swift 37.8 Ll.O 39.5 35.1 39.1 33.L 38.7
M65-9L 39.1 39.8 Ll.7 37.7 Lo.O 35.2 L0.3
M65-295 37.6 39-L 39.5 35.L 37.7 3L.1 39.3
M66-18 Lo.L Ll.O L3.1 38.5 Lo .7 37. L L2.0
M66-30 39.7 Ll.O L2.1 37.2 LO.O 36. L Ll.L
M68-2 39.9 Ll.6 L2.0 38.2 Lo .3 36.7 Lo.5
M68-37 38.5 Ll.6 Lo .3 36.8 37.9 36. L 37.9
6 Tests OIL $
Clay 21.L 19.9 19.7 23.6 22.2 22.0 21.2
Evans 21.5 19. L 19.9 23.9 22.2 21.6 21.9
Swift 20.8 18.7 19.0 22.8 21.3 21.6 21.L
M65-9H 21.2 20.8 19. L 23.0 21.5 21.7 20.6
M65-295 19.5 18.3 17.2 21.8 20.3 19.5 IP.8
M66-18 20.7 20.2 18.3 23.0 21.6 20.7 20.3
M66-30 20.7 20.3 18.7 23.2 21.L 20. L 20. L
M68-2 20.1 18.9 18.2 22.1 21.1 19.8 20. L
M68-37 21.2 19.0 19.5 23.0 22.L 20.3 22.9




3. M67-2? Wayne x Clay *5u. M67-31 Clay x Provar
5. M67-37 MU02 (Renville x Capital) x Chippewa 6U ft
6. M67-U5 Merit x Rampage VV
7. M67-65 Clay x MU06 (Harosoy x Norchlef) 99
8. M68-38 Evans x M59-120 ft
None of the new strains show any distinct yield advantage over Evans. Two 
entries, m67-^5, and M67-65, are equal in yiild to Evans, are two days 
earlier in maturity hut are susceptible to phytophthora root tot. The 
entries M67-22, m67“31, M67-37, and M68-38 have better lodging resistance 
but are lower yielding than Evans.
PRELIMINARY TEST 0, 197 S 
Disease Data
BS DM FEp BSR PSB PS SMV PR
Laf. Still. LafT Laf. Ames Laf. Laf. Laf. Laf. Ames
Strain Ind. Ind. Ind. Ind. Iowa Ind. Ind. Ind. Ind.. Iowa
n 4 n 4 n
n n a n 4 stem plants d 4 a seed a a
Evans S 3 S 10 S3 os U2 2 Ue R R
Swift 3 3 •5 60 US 90 68 U 5E S R
3 3 S SO 67 100 60 2 Ue S S
M67-31 U 2 S Uo 61 100 72 2 SE s S
M67-37 U 2 S SO S7 100 76 2 Ue R H
M67-U5 3 2 U 60 65 100 U2 u Ue S S
M67-6S 5 3 5 50 U9 100 6s 3 Ue S S
M68-38 U 3 5 Uo 6s 100 65 2 2M R R





Evans WGNBr DYY 3
Swift WTNBr DYB1 S
M67-22 WTNBr SYB1 3
M67-31 PTNBr SYBr 2
M67-37 P+WTNBr SYB1 3
M67-U5 PGNBr DYIb 2
M67-65 PGNBr DYY uM68-38 WGNBr DYBf 5
Strain Yield 
No. of Tests 8 


















c. v. (~) 
L.S.D. (5~) 





















'PRILIMIWARY TEST O, 1975 
Regional AUJllllary 
Matu- Lodg-
rity ing Height 
I I 7 
9-19.0 2.2 31 
+1.9 2.9 34 
-4.o l.'1 26 
-2.6 1.4 26 
-4.o 1.8 26 
-1.6 2.0 28 
-1.7 2.7 30 
+3.1 l. 5 31 
Ontario Mich. Wisc. 
Ridge- East 
J;lora town Lani. SJ?;2oner 
41.8 
ltL~ YIELD {buLal 
61. 41.2 21.7 
41.3 52.3 45.9 19.l 
37,6 54.3 36.1 15.6 
46.3 56.3 35.2 15.3 
39,9 49.li 28.2 16.o 
43.3 55.3 47.0 19.8 
43.8 53.0 38.4 19.6 
41.0 r;6.o 38.7 ie.3 
lli.2 4.3 20.9 20.4 
NS 5.6 11.9 8.8 
12 24 28 38 ,. 
.. 4 1 
2 2 2 2 
YIELD RANK 
4 l 3 l 
5 7 2 4 
8 5 6 7 
l 2 7 8 
7 8 8 6 
3 4 l 2 
2 6 5 3 
6 3 4 5 
Seed Seed Seed Comoolition 
Qual. Size Protein Oil 
6 8 ~ ~ 
l. 5 15.7 39.6 20.6 
1.7 15.4 38.li 20.l 
1.7 15.9 42.6 20.0 
1.6 16.6 40.2 20.6 
1.7 15.3 40.5 20.7 
1.6 15.6 40.1 ?0.7 
1.6 18.4 40.1 ~o.8 
1.8 19.3 39.7 ?.0.7 
Minnesota lf1D1 s. o. 
Rose-
Morris mount Farso ReTillo 
~2.6 46.5 40.0 24.4 
44.4 37.6 37.4 23.3 
35.0 4o.8 34.o 21.9 
37.3 44.o 38.1 26.l 
27.9 39.6 34.2 22.7 
35.4 44.8 41.6 25.7 
40.7 48.9 38.4 23.0 
39.l 50.5 33.9 23.0 
10.0 7.6 12.6 6.6 
9.1 6.4 9.9 RS 
30 30 28 30 
2 2 3 2 
3 3 2 3 
7 3 2 3 
l 8 5 4 
6 6 7 8 
4 5 4 l 
8 7 6 7 
5 4 l 2 
2 2 3 5 
3 l 8 5 
PRELIMINARY TEST 0, 1975 31
Ontario Mich. Wise. Minnesota N.D. R.T).
Ridge- East ftose-
Strain Mean Elora town Lans. Spooner Morris mount Fargo Revillo
7 Tests MATURITY (relative date)
Evans 9-19*0 9-25 9-16 9-18 9-29 9-6 9-12 * 9-27
Swift +1.9 +2 +8 0 -7 +7 +2 +1
M67-22 -H.0 -9 -8 -5 +2 -3 -3 -2
M67-31 -2.6 -10 -U -2 +2 -1 -3 0
M67-37 -U.0 -9 -6 -U +2 -6 -k -1
M67-U5 -1.6 0 -U -1 +2 -5 -1 -2
M67-65 -1.7 -2 -5 -1 +2 -3 -e -1
M68-38 +3.1 +3 +13 0 +2 +2 +3 -1
Altona(OO) -lU -lU -15 -lU
Hodgson (I) +7 +9 +10 +10 +7 +1
Date plntd. 5-19 5-20 5-20 5-20 5-23 5-9 5-15 5-23 5-27
* Not Included in the mean.




1. Hark Hawkeys x Harosoy 11
2. Harlon Blackhawk x Harosoy 63 2 n53. Hodgson Corsoy x M372 (M10 x PI 180.501) 3 ft s
u . A73-128 Hark x [Provar x (Magna x Disoy}) PI ft
5. A73-19068 IVR Ex5003 x Wells PI
6. A73-1908U ft ft PI tt^
7. A73-20059 IVR Ex5003 x L66L-1UU (Wayne x L57-OO3*0 PI IV
8. M65-115 Anoka x Amsoy 2
9. M65-UU2 tf ft 2 ft /10. M68-U8 Evans x M59-120 (II-5U-2UO x H-5^-139) PI ft
11. M68-U9 n  ii PI ft
12.
JL
M68-9U M59-120 x Amsoy 71
4 M A V I  .  A . . A  M M  M .M M  m A  1 M . X  —--— V .  A . . A
PI 19
Regional data for the past three years shows that the variety Hodgson, which is 
four days earlier than Hark in maturity, is two bushels higher yielding. Harlon 
is four days earlier in maturity than Hodgson, is phytophthora root rot resis­
tant, but is four busheli lower yielding than Hodgson.
During the past two years none of the strains showed any yield advantages over 
Hodgson. The strains M65-115 and M65"^2 have higher oil contents than other 
strains in the test.
The Ua strains new to the 1975 test showed a two-to-four bushel yield advantage 
over Hodgson. The strain A73-128 matured four days later than Hodgson, has a 
four bushel yield advantage, but does not have as good a lodging resistance as 
Hodgson and is susceptible to phytophthora. The strains A73-19068 and A73-1908U 
are resistant to phytophthora, are two and three bushels higher yielding, respec­
tively, and A73-19068 is three days later and A73"1908U i* two days later than 
Hodgson. The strain A73-20059 is two bushels higher yielding than Hodgson and 
is two days later maturing. The other three new entries show no advantage over 
Hodgson.





























Hark 2 3 5 It U 30 3U 90
Harlon 3 3 5 2 5 50 73 100
Hodgson 3 1 5 3 It 50 57 90
A73-128 2 2 5 5 3 70 33 90
A73-19068 2 3 It U 5 90 65 100A73-1908U 2 3 5 3 2 70 58 100
A73-20059 2 2 It 3 3 100 58 100
M65-115 1 u 3 2 5 80 75 100
M65-UU2 1 U 2 2 It 50 61 100
M68-U8 1 3 2 It 5 30 67 95
M68-U9 1 it It 5 *5 Uo 60 100
M68-9U 2 3 5 5 It 70 66 100
PSB PS 8MV PR
Laf. Laf. Laf. Laf. Ames Vickery
Strain Ind. Ind. Ind. Ind. I ova Ohio
d t a
n
seed a a n
Hark 39 U 5E s S 5
Harlon H5 5 Ue R H 5
Hodgson 37 5 1 S S 5
A73-128 69 5 5E S S 5
A73-19068 U3 3 Ue R H 5A73-1908U Ult b 5E R H 5
A73-20059 29 1 5E S S 5
M65-II5 U7 5 3E S S 5
M65-UU2 59 2 Ue S S 5M68-U8 38 U 3E R R 5
M68-U9 U5 It Ue R H 5
M68-91* Uo 3 3E R R 5
3* UNIFORM TEST I, 1975 
Descriptive and Other Data
Chlorosis Fluor- Shattering
Descriptive Crkstn. Lamb. Ames escent Hypo- Perox- Mannaiian 
Strain Code Minn. Minn. Iowa Light cotyl idase Kansas
Hark PGNBr DYY 1.0 3.0 5 L 2 H 5
Harlon WGNBr DYY 1.0 1.5 2 E 1 L kHodgson PGNBr DYBf 1.0 1.0 3 L 5 H 5A73-128 PGNTn DYY 1.0 2.0 3 L 2 H 5
A73-19068 PGNTn DYBr 1.0 2.0 2 L 5 H UA73-1908U PGNTn DYIB 1.0 1.0 2 L 2 H 5
A73-20059 P+WTNBr DYB1 1.0 1.5 1 L 2 H 5
M65-115 PGNTn SYIB 1.0 2.0 2 E 2 H U
M65-UU2 PGNBr SYY 3.0 2.5 k E 5 H 5M68-U8 WGNBr DYBf 1.0 1.0 3 E 2 L 3
M68-U9 WGNBr DYY 1.0 1.0 2 E+L 1 L 3M68-9U WGNBr DYY 1.0 1.0 1 L 3 L 3














No. of Tests 17 17 17 m i 17 18 lH 17 8 8
Hark H0.6 8 +3.H 1.6 31 1.6 15.9 Hi. 5 21.5
Harlon 35.5 12 -3.3 1.7 31 1.9 15.7 39.2 23.0
Hodgson Ho. 8 6 9-1H.H+ 1.5 29 1.7 16.2 39.? 22.9
A73-128 HH.2 11 +H.2 2.0 35 1.5 18.2 Hl.H 20.8
A73-19068 U2.7 U +3.1 1.6 28 2.5 16.2 Ho. 9 21. H
A73-1908U H3.6 2 +1.7 1.8 32 2.1 lH.l 39.6 22.3
A73-20059 U3.0 3 +2.H 1.8 28 1.7 16.8 Ho. 5 22.0
M65-115 39.3 10 -2.1 1.5 25 2.H 16.2 39.5 23.9
M65-HH2 Ho.7 7 0 1.5 28 2.3 16.6 39.5 2U.3
M68-H8 39.2 11 +H.6 1.5 28 2.2 19.2 39. H 22. HM68-U9 39.6 9 -0.2 1.6 26 1.9 19.2 38.9 23.9M68-9U Ho. 9 5 +3.1 1.5 33 2.0 17.7 Ho. 8 22.0
f 120 days after planting
197H-75. 2 YEAR MEAN
No. of Tests 35 3? _ 32 _ . 37 37 28 35 16 16
Hark 37.0 H +3.7 1.6 31 1.6 15.8 Hi.7 20.6
Harlon 3H.H 5 -3.6 1.6 30 1.8 16.0 38.6 22.6
Hodgson 39.2 1 9-17.2+ l.H 29 1.6 16.2 39.0 22.3
M65-115 37.H 3 -0.8 1.5 28 2.0 16.2 38.6 23.HM65-HH2 38.8 2 -0.H l.H 28 2.0 16.6 38.9 23.H
f 120 days after planting
1973-75, 3-YEAR MEAN
No. of Tests H8 H8 HH 50 50. Ho U7 25 25
Hark 39.0 3 +H.3 1.7 33 1.5 16.1 Hl.8 21.0
Harlon 36.6 H -3.8 1.6 32 1.7 16. H 38.9 22.9
Hodgson Ho. 9 1 9-16.1+ 1.6 31 1.6 16.6 39.2 22.7
M65-115 39.6 2 -0.6 1.6 30 2.0 16.7 38.8 23.7
t 119 days after planting
36 UNIFORM TEST I, 1975
Ontario Ohio MiCh. Ind. WlSC.
Ridge- Hoyt- Colum­ Dun­ Lafay- Arling-
Strain Mean town Harrow rllle Wooster bus dee ette ton
17 Testa 1975 YIELD (bn/a) *
Hark U0.6 55.2 35.** 32.8 18.0 16. k 3U .2 U8.U 1*1*. 5
Harlon 35.5 61.6 3^.6 27.5 17.1* 10.1 31.2 33.7 1*2.8
Hodgson U0.8 60.2 Ul.2 26.8 16.2 12.U 3^.1 1*2.1 1*1*. l
A73-128 kk.2 55.9 ^3.9 38.6 2U.2 20.6 1*0.5 52.9 1*8.9
A73-19068 U2 . 7 56.5 36.9 3k.2 15.2 15.5 36.7 1*7.6 1*9.9A73-1908U U3.6 65.0 36.5 39.8 21.5 17.8 1*2*1* 1*8.3 52.5
A73-20059 U3.0 62.2 36.1 37.0 18.5 16.6 33.8 1*9.0 50.5
M65-115 39.3 58.1 39.2 32.2 19.0 10.8 2U.6 37.5 1*6.3
M65-U**2 U0.7 61.3 3*».2 30.U 18 .1 1U.3 27.5 1*5.3 k2.k
M68-I48 39.2 5U.8 35.2 27.5 Ik.5 11. k 31.0 1*0.9 1*6.1
M68-U9 39.6 60.0 1*2.6 U6.7 17.9 12.1 26.2 33.U 1*3. k
M68-9H Uo.9 56.3 *♦5-5 36.7 21.2 11.1 32.8 1*1*.8 **5.5
c . v .  i 6.9 10.0 23.2 8.0 6.8
L.S.D. (54) 5.8 5.5 8.9 5.9 **.5
Rcnr sp. (in.) 2k 2k 32 32 28 28 30 30
Rows/Plot k k 3 3 3 k 3 1
Rep. k k k k k 3 3 k
YIELD RANK
Hark 8 11 9 7 7 k k 3 8
Harlon 12 3 11 10 9 12 8 11 11
HodgBon 6 5 k 12 10 7 5 8 9
A73-128 1 10 2 3 1 1 2 1 U
A73-19068 U 8 6 6 11 5 3 5 3
A73-1908U 2 1 7 2 2 2 1 k 1
A73-20059 3 2 8 k 5 3 6 2 2
M65-H5 10 7 5 8 k 11 12 10 5
M65-W42 7 k 12 9 6 6 10 6 12
M68-U8 11 12 10 10 12 9 9 9 6
M68-U9 9 6 3 1 8 8 11 12 10
M68-9H 5 9 1 5 3 10 7 7 7
* Hall damage 8/9/75* Not included In the mean.
UNIFORM TEST I, 1975 37
Wise. Illinois Minnesota Iowa S. Dakota Heb.Dur­ De- Pon­ Was- Laiaber- Kana­ Brook- MeadStrain and Kalb tiac •ca ton Oreene wha Revillo ings I I
1975 x x m l(bu/a)
Hark 3U.5 61.5 39.8 50.3 33.9 1*9.8 5»*.9 16.9 37.3 1*3.6Harlon Uo.o 1*9.1 36.1* 1*1*.7 26.8 38.0 1*1.0 15.0 30.0 33.6
Hodgson 35.1 58.9 1*2.9 51.7 36.5 50.3 52.5 22.5 1*0 .1 38.0A73-128 1*2.1 53.5 52.8 50.9 35.7 53.0 53.0 19.1* Ul.2 HU. 9
A73-19068 38.U 58.1* 1*5.8 50.8 35.6 5**.9 57.6 23.3 1*2.2 1*2.1A73-1908U 39.0 55.3 50.0 50.7 33.8 52.1 53.1 19.7 39.1* 1*2.2
A73-20059 1*2.1 6o.k 1*7.9 1*8.3 33.1* 51.6 5^ .1* 21.1* 1*1.2 1*3.7
M65-115 36.6 55.8 37.5 1*9.6 3l*.6 1*3.3 51.2 2U.7 1*1.3 36.1*
M65-HH2 1*1*.0 56.1 1*5.5 51*.5 32.1* 1*6.7 1*7.8 22.1 38.2 1*1*.9M68-U8 39-H 57.9 38.7 1*3.9 36.1* 50.7 1*9.5 22.1 39.5 37.9
M68-H9 1*0.5 51.1 39.6 50.1 32.3 1*6.9 1*9.2 23.7 37.8 31.1M68-9H 1*1.9 52.8 31*.9 1*8.9 32.0 1*5.9 58.1 21.1* 1*1.3 3U.9
c.v. 1 10.5 3.7 17.5 12.0 9.9 6.3 9.1 9.1 5.3 7.9L.8.D. (5I) 5.8 3.5 12.6 10.1 5.6 1*.6 6.9 3.0 3.2 5.3Row sp. (In.) 38 30 38 30 30 27 27 30 30 30
Rows/Plot 1 k 1* 1* 1* 1* 1* 2 2 1*
Rep. 1* 3 3 3 3 1* 1* 1* 1* 3
YIELD HANK
Hark 12 1 7 6 6 7 3 11 11 U
Harlon 6 12 11 11 12 12 12 12 12 11
Hodgson 11 3 6 2 1 6 7 1* 6 7A73-128 2 9 1 3 3 2 6 10 1* 1
A73-19068 9 1* 1* 1* 1* 1 2 3 1 6A73-19081+ 8 8 2 5 7 3 5 9 8 5
A73-20059 2 2 3 10 8 1* 1* 7 1* 3
M65-115 10 7 10 8 5 11 8 1 2 9
M65-HH2 1 6 5 1 9 9 11 5 9 1M68-H8 7 5 9 12 2 5 9 5 7 8M68-U9 5 11 8 7 10 8 10 2 10 12
M68-9H 1* 10 12 9 U 10 1 8 2 10
38 UNIFORM TEST I, 1975
Ontario Ohio Rleh. Ind.mage- Hoyt- Colum- Lafay-
Strain Mean town Harrow ▼lilt Wooster bus Dundee ette
35 Tests 1974-75. 2-YEAR MEAN YIELD
Hark 37.0 53 .4 30.2 26.7 22.8 17.7 39> 46.2
Harlon 34.4 55.0 31.1 17.9 23.2 13.** 34.4 39.6Hodgson 39.2 56.2 36.8 23.1 23.4 25.1 39.6 44.1
M65-115 37.4 57.0 34.4 25.0 21.6 14.3 32.8 40.2
M65-442 38.8 56.3 31.1 24.6 23.2 16.8 34.4 45.8
i m  i m
Hark 4 5 5 1 4 2 2 1
Harlon 5 4 3 5 2 5 3 5Hodgson 1 3 1 U 1 1 1 3
M65-115 3 1 2 2 5 4 5 4M65-442 2 2 3 3 2 3 3 2
48 Tests 1973-75 . 3-YEAR MEAN YIELD
Hark 39.0 51.3 33.5 24.4 24.9 24.4 43.1 46.7
Harlon 36.6 54.8 33.9 16.4 25.5 21.4 37.9 39.2Hodgson 40.9 56.3 38.5 21.7 25.2 30.0 42.7 43.0
M65-U5 39.6 55.8 37.2 22.3 23.7 18.4 37.7 39. **
YIELD RANK
Hark 3 4 4 1 3 2 1 1
Harlon 4 3 3 4 1 3 3 4
Hodgson 1 1 1 3 2 1 2 2
M65-115 2 2 2 2 4 4 4 3
UNIFORM TEST I, 1975 39
Ar- Wise. 111. Minn. Ia. S. Dak. Neb.
ling- Dur- De- Pon- Wase- Lamber- Kana- Brook-
Strain ton and Kalb tlac ca ton vha Revlllo lngs I MeadI
197^-75. 2-YEAR MEAN YIELD
Hark 39.9 26.h 51.2 31.8 1*0.9 30.1 1*3.6 19.6 36.5
Hatlon 38.5 30.6 1*2.2 30.0 1*0.2 28.0 36.5 19.0 36.2 38.8
Hodgson U0.6 30.3 U9.8 3U.2 U5.1 3^ .1» 1*2.0 2l*.0 1*1.1 1*1*. 6
M65-115 ^1.5 32.0 U6.0 30.2 UU. 3 33.7 1*3.2 26.7 1*3.0 U3.0
M65-W2 38.U 36.1* 1*7.8 37.0 1*9.2 32.1* 1*1.8 25.1 1*1.3 50.9
YIELD RANK
Hark 3 5 1 3 ^  1 1* U 3
Harlon U 3 5 5 5  5 5 5 5 5
Hodgson 2 1 * 2 2 2  1 3 3 3 2
M65-115 1 2 1 * 1 * 3  2 2 1 l l *
M65- W 2 5 1 3 1 1  3 1* 2 2 1
7U-75 7l*-75 ^973-75 , 3-YEAR MEAN YIELD
Hark 39.9 26A 1*7.8 29.I 37.8 28.8 39.8 22.8 32.8 1*1*.3
Harlon 38.5 30.6 39.8 27.8 38.7 28.3 35.0 23.5 32.9 1*0.5
Hodgson 1*0.6 30.3 1*6.7 31.2 1*2.9 33.8 38.5 27.8 36.6 1*6.9
M65-115 1*1.5 32.0 1*2.7 27.8 1*2.5 33> 1*0.5 31.8 37.6 1*5.2
7U-75 YIELD RANK
Hark 3 U 1 2 U 3 2 1* 1 * 3
Harlon 1* 2 U 3 3 1* 1* 3 3 * *
Hodgson 2 3 2 1 1  1 3 2 2 1
M65-115 1 1 3 3 2  2 1 1 1 2
Uo UNIFORM TEST I, 1975
Ontario Ohio Mich. Ind. Wise.
Ridge* Hoyt- Colun- Dun- Lafay- Arling-
Strain Mean town Harrow ville Wooster bus dee ette ton
17 Tests MATURITY (relative data)
Hark +3> ♦5 ♦U 0 -1 0 +2 +9 +7
Harlon -3.3 -6 -U 0 0 0 -U -3 -7
Hodgsont 9-lU.U 9-25 9-10 9-25 9-5 9-25 9-10 8-25 9-25
A73-128 ♦U.2 +6 ♦6 0 +U -2 +U ♦9 +6
A73-19068 ♦3.1 +2 +5 0 -1 -2 +3 ♦7 ♦5
A73-1908U ♦1.7 +1 +2 0 0 -1 +2 ♦3 +U
A73-20059 +2.U 0 0 0 -3 0 -2 +5 +2
M65-115 -2.1 -7 -3 0 -3 -5 -U -2 ♦2
M65-UU? 0 +1 -1 0 -1 -k +2 0 ♦1
M65-U8 +U.6 +12 +6 ♦2 +6 -1 -1 +10 +7
M68-U9 -0.2 ♦2 0 0 -1 0 -3 -1 0
M68-9** +3.1 +U +6 ♦2 -8 -1 +3 +7 46
Evans (0) -5 -8 -5 -U
Corsoy (II) ♦13 +11 +8 48
Date plntd. 5-17 5-20 5-27 5-19 5-1** 5-15 5-22 5-7 5-22





1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.2
Harlon 1.7 3.2 1.8 1.5 1.0 1.0 1.0 1 .3 1.5
Hodgson 1.5 2.5 1.2 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.5 1.2
A73-128 2.0 1.1 2.0 2.0 1.0 1.0 1 .5 1.7 2.2
A73-19068 1.6 3.7 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.3 1.2
A73-1908U 1.8 3.*» 1.5 1.5 1.0 1.0 1.0 1 .5 2.0
A73-20059 1.8 3.7 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.5 2.0
M65-115 1.5 U.6 1.2 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.3 1.0
M65-UU2 1.5 3.0 1.0 1.5 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.2 1.2
M68-U8 1.5 3.U 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1 .3 1.5
M68-U9 1 6 H.O 1.2 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.2 1.5
M68-9*» 1.5 2.5 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
UNIFORM TE8T I, 1975
Wis. Illinois Minnesota Iowa 8. Dakota Neb.
Dur- De- Pon- Waae- Lamber- Kana- Bmok- Mead
Strain and Kalb tiac ca ton Greene wha Revillo inga I I
MATURITY (relative data)
Hark -1 +8 +2 +U +7 +5 +3 +3 0
Harlon 0 -2 -6 -8 -2 -8 -2 -3 -1
Hoflgsonf 9-30 9-1* 8-29 9-15 9-3 9-7 9-28 9-26 9-lU
A73-128 -U +10 +6 +5 +8 +7 +2 +U +1
A73-19068 +5 +7 +2 +3 +7 +5 +2 +3 0
A73-1908U +U +5 +1 +1 +3 +2 +2 +2 -2
A73-20059 +5 +6 +U +2 +5 +5 +3 +5 +U
Mf5-115 0 -1 -u -3 -1 0 -2 -1 -2
M65-UU7 +1 +5 0 -3 +1 +1 -2 0 -2
M68-U8 +U +10 +1 +2 +8 +6 +2 +2 +2
M68-U9 0 +8 -3 -1 0 -U 0 -1 0
M68-9U +2 +8 -1 +2 +6 +6 +1 +2 +2
Evans (0) -3 -7 -8 -9 -6 -1 -3Corsoy (il) +3 +8 +6 +7 +8 +10 +2 +11 +6
Date
planted 5-21 5-13 5-16 5-1** 5-7 5-10 5-27 5-2U 5-lf
fDys to mat. 13? llU 105 12U 119 120 12U 125 121
LODGING (score>)
Hark 2.8 2.3 1.2 1.7 1.3 2.0 2.2 1.3 1.0Harlon 2.8 U.2 1.3 1.0 1.7 2.0 2.2 1.1 1.0
Hodgson 2.8 2.3 1.3 1.3 1.0 1.9 2.0 1.3 1.0A73-128 2.0 3.2 2.2 2.0 1.7 2.5 2. U l.U 1.0
A73-19068 3.2 3.0 1.5 1.3 1.0 2.0 2.1 1.3 1.0A73-1908U 3.0 u.o 1.7 1.3 1.3 2.2 2.3 l.U 1.0
A73-20059 2.8 3.2 1.5 1.7 1.0 2.U 2. U 1.9 1 0
M65-115 2.5 2.5 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.8 2.2 1.1 1.0
M65-UU2 2.2 2.3 1.3 1.3 1.0 2.0 2.1 1.2 1.0M68-U8 2.5 3.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 2.0 2.2 1.2 1.0
M68-U9 2.5 3.5 1.2 1.0 1 .3 2.2 2.1 1.2 1.0
M68-9U 2.8 3-3 1.5 1.0 1.0 1.8 2.3 l.U 1.0
u? UHIFORM TEST I, 1975
Ontario Ohio Mich. Ind. Wise.
Kldge- Hoyt- Colum­ Dun­ Lafay- Arling-
Strain Mean town Harrow ▼ille Wooster bus dee ette ton
18 Tests PLAHT HEIGHT (inches)
Hark 81 Uo 30 27 20 22 2U 30 29
Harlon 31 U2 37 30 22 20 23 2U 29
Hodgson 29 UO 3U 27 22 21 26 25 *0
A7V128 35 U5 39 33 23 25 36 3U
A73-19068 28 3U 29 25 20 18 2U 27 26
A73-1908U 32 U3 38 30 21 20 26 30 30
A73-20059 28 33 28 28 20 22 2U 28 26
M65-115 25 3U 27 25 19 17 20 23 25
M65-UU2 28 36 27 28 20 16 25 27 *6
M68-U8 28 37 28 28 20 19 25 25 28
M68-U9 26 38 32 22 18 17 26 23 2U
M68-9U 33 U2 36 31 2U 21 31 32 32
lU Tests SEED QUALITY (score)
Hark 1.6 1.0 1.5 1.7 2.0 1.5 1.5
Harlonl 1.9 2.0 2.5 1.5 1.5 2.2 2.0
Hodgson 1.7 3.0 1.5 2.3 1.7 2.0 1.0
A73-128 1.5 1.0 1.2 1.2 2.0 1.2 1.5
A73-1906R 2.5 2.0 2.5 2.5 3.2 2.2 2.0
A73-1908U 2.1 2.0 1.5 2.2 2.7 2.0 1.5
A73-20059 1.7 2.0 1.2 2.2 2.0 1.2 1.0
M65-115 2.U U.O 2.2 3.0 3.0 2.5 1.5
M65-UU2 2.3 3-0 2.2 3.7 3.2 3-0 1.5M68-U8 2.2 2.0 1.8 2.0 2.2 1.7 2.0
M68-U9 1.9 2.0 2.0 1.2 1.5 1 5 2.0
M68-9U 2.0 2.0 1.5 2.2 2.2 2.2 1.5
17 Tests SEED SIZE (g/100)
Hark 15.9 17.3 1U.7 20.5 18. U 1U.6 lU.5 15.5 16.9Harlon 15.7 18.5 lU.9 17.0 15.2 16.8 15.8 1U.0 16.1
Hodgson 16.2 16.9 15.3 17.8 19.0 17.6 16.7 15.9 16.U
A7R-128 18.2 19.7 19.6 22.5 20.5 18.0 18.0 18.1 18.2
A73-19068 16.2 16.9 15-2 21.2 16.9 18.7 15.2 15.9 16.6A73-1908U lU.l 15.u 12.7 17.5 lU.9 16.7 13.7 13.0 15.0
A73-20059 16.8 19.3 15.8 21.1 17.6 17.1 16.5 I6.5 17.2
M65-115 16.2 17.6 1U.3 20.7 15.7 13.9 16.3 1U.7 17.7
M65-UU2 16.6 18.7 lU.5 19.1 16.8 17.3 17.2 17.0 18.0
M68-U8 19.2 19.9 17.1 22. U 21.0 19.6 18.6 19.0 20 0
M68-U9 19.2 20.6 17.3 20.9 19. u 19.6 19. U 17.3 19.9M68-9U 17.7 20. U 16.9 21. U 18. U 17.8 18.2 16.9 18.7
UNIFORM TEAT I, 1975














ton Greene Kanawa Rerillo
Brook­
ings I Mead I
PLANT HEIGHT (inches)
33 U5 33 3U 37 3^ 35 21 29 37
35 1»8 32 29 36 33 33 22 26 30
30 Uo 29 28 30 31 27 22 28 37
?U U7 Ul 3U 38 35 37 21 30 38
39 38 30 28 3*» 29 29 21 26 27
79 U? 35 29 36 35 35 21 30 31
39 36 29 29 32 27 29 22 27 28
26 3*» 25 ?k 31 27 27 20 2U 2U
70 39 32 29 33 31 30 22 26 28
28 kh 30 ?M 3*4 32 31 22 29 214
29 35 28 25 31 32 30 20 ?U 22
76 kk 35 32 37 3U 38 23 30*' 28
SEED QUALITY (score)
1.7 1.7 2.0 2.3 1.2 1.2 1.0 1.7
2.2 2.2 2.0 2.7 1 .1 1 .1 1 .1 2.0
2.0 2.2 1.7 2.0 1.3 1 .1 1 .1 1.5
2.0 1.8 1.7 2.3 1 .1 1.3 1.2 1.2
2.7 2.5 3.0 3.0 U.6 l.U 1 .1 1.7
2.3 2.3 2.7 3-0 2.1 2.U 1 .1 1.5
2.3 2.2 2.0 2.3 1.2 l.U 1.3 1.5
2.7 2.5 2.7 2.7 2.7 1.2 1 .1 2.0
2.8 2.5 1.7 2.7 2.0 1.2 1.2 2.03.0 2.8 3.0 3.0 2.U 1.9 1.3 1.8
3.2 2.8 2.7 2.3 1.6 1.3 1 .1 2.0
3.3 2.7 1.7 3.0 1.9 1.2 1.0 1.5
SEED SIZE (g/lOO)
lU.l 17.0 12.7 16.3 1U.7 16.2 16.3 1U.3 15.7
15.7 15.7 12.5 16.0 12.1 15-6 16.1 lU.U 20.613.6 17.1 lU.O 16.3 12.7 16.8 16.3 15.3 18.2
13.7 18.5 16. U 18.5 15-9 19.5 18.7 16.1 19-7
15.0 17.0 12.9 16.U 13.5 16.6 16.2 15.8 16.2
1U.0 13.9 11.8 15.1 11.1 lU.2 1U.3 13.1 13.7
15.1 18.0 15.0 16.9 lU.2 16.8 16.1 15.1 16.7
15.1 17.3 13.8 17.8 13.6 17.9 1U.9 15.7 17-7
15.8 18 0 15-5 16.9 12.3 16.0 lU.U 15.U 18.7
16.3 20.3 15-8 20. U 17.9 20.6 17.8 17.5 22.2
17.5 20.9 17.3 21.8 16.5 21.3 17.7 18.0 21.U
15.6 19. U 1U.3 17.5 15-0 19.2 16.2 16.0 18.2
UNIFORM TE8T I, 197*5






















38.7 Ul.6 Ul.O U0.8 U2.1 U0.8
Harlon 39.2 U0.5 U2.9 36.6 37.5 37.8 37.8 Uo.o Uo.iHodgson 39.2 39.9 Ul.5 35.9 39.2 37.7 38. U U0.8 U0.5
A73-128 Ul.U 3^.7 U3.5 39.1 U0.2 U0.5 U2.5 U0.5 Ul 0
A73-19068 Uo.9 U3.2 U3.1 39.2 Ul.7 39.8 39.8 U0.5 39 9A73-1908U 39.6 Ul.U U2.2 37 . u 38.5 38.U 39.1 39.9 Uo.o
A73-20059 Uo.5 U2.7 U3.2 37.8 Ul.O 39.2 U0.3 Uo.o Uo.l
M65-115 39.5 U2.1 U3.7 37.2 Uo.l 38.3 38.2 38. U 38.3
M65-UU2 39.5 U2.3 U3.9 37.0 38.U 38.1 38.7 39.3 38.UM68-U8 39. U Ul.6 Ul.6 37.6 39.1 38.5 38.U 38.6 Uo.o
M68-U9 38.9 Uo.2 Ul.9 37.6 38.9 37.9 38.2 38.1 38.7
M68-U9 U0.8 U2.6 U3.9 39.3 U0.2 39.6 Ul.l Uo.l 39.9
Hark
8 Tests 
21.5 1 9 0 22.0
OIL % 
23.6 21.3 21.0 22.0 20. U 22.5
Harlon 23.0 21.1 2U.7 23.9 23.3 23.3 23.9 21.0 22.9
Hodgson 22.9 20.6 25.0 2U.9 22.9 23.0 23.8 20.1 23.1
A73-128 20.8 18 . u 21.1 22.1 21.0 21.0 20.6 20.1 21.8
A73-19068 21.U 19.0 21.9 22.9 20.5 21.8 22.2 20. U 22.8
A73-1908U 22.3 19.8 22.6 2U.0 22.3 22.8 22.9 21.2 22.9
A73-20059 22.0 19-8 22.9 23.6 21.5 22.2 22.U 20.8 23.2
M65-115 23.9 22.8 25.3 2U.U 22.5 23.2 25.3 22.7 25.1
M65-UU2 2U.3 j 20.7 26.9 25.8 23.8 23.8 25.2 22.6 25.7
M68-U8 22. U 19.5 2U.2 23. u 22.5 22.1 23.7 21.0 23.1
M68-U9 23.9 22.0 2U.7 2U.6 2U.0 23.9 2U.3 22.8 2U.7
M68-9U 22.0 19.6 23.8 22.6 22.2 21.5 21.8 20.8 23.3




3. A7U-1O1010 M63-17 (mU02 x MU06) x C1U53 FUH. A7U-10101U Woodworth x Calland ft*4
*>. A7U-101035 C1U26 (C1253 x Kent) x AP68-315 ft
6. A7U-102011 M62-263 (Grant x M319W) x IVR ExUU26 •V
7. A7U-102012 ft ft ft
fl. A7U-102015 Swift x Wye ft9. A7U-102020 M62-275 (Norchief x Harosoy) x L66L-1M* ft
10. A7^-102021 L65-I3U2 x IVR Ex*»311 ft
1 1. A7U-102027 IVR Ex5003 x Dunn ft
12. A7U-102037 Wells x Wye t
13 A7*»-103017 M60-92 (Comet x M319) x IVR ExUU28 ft
lH. A7U-10U026 IVR Ex5003 x Wells ft
15. A7U-10U030 •V ft ft
16. A7U-10U03U " x Beeson tt
17. A7U-105021 L66L-137 (Wayne x L57-00310 x Calland It
18. A7U-201006 Amsoy x fProvar x (Disoy x Magna)J F*519. A7H-201010 Hark x [Provar x (Disoy x Magna )J t 7
20. L73D-8 Corsoy x M59-120 (II-5U-2UO x II-5U-139) F6
2 1. L73D-80 M59-120 x L15 (Wayne-Rps) ft^
22 M67-88 Clay x Provar Fs23. M67-IUU Amsoy x Provar tt A
?k. M67-1U8 Amsoy x Wayne tt
The 17 A entries have eight strains; A7l*“101010, A7**-101035, A7^~102011, 
A7U-103017, A7U-10U030, A7U-IOU03U, A7U-105021, and A7*+-201006 which have 
a regionH mean yield one-to-three bushels better than Hark and have lodging 
resistance. The strains A7U-10U030 and A7^-10U03^ are three bushels higher 
yielding than Hark, are both resistant to phytophthora root rot, (A7^-10U030
nay show some tolerance), but are four days later than Hark and may belong in
the Group II test. The strains A71+-101010, A7U-101035, and A7U-105021 have 
the same maturity as Hark, are two bushels higher yielding than Hark, only 
A7^-105021 is resistant to phytophthora. Strain A7^-102011 also is two 
bushels higher yielding than Hark and is four days earlier maturing than 
Hark and is succeptible to phytophthora. The strain A7^-201010 is equal in 
yield to Hark, one day later than Hark, has large seed and is high in protein.
The remaining five strains in the test are not superior to the checks for any
characteristic.
U6 PRELIMINARY TEST I, 197? 
Disease Data
BB BP BS DM H?-. BSR PSB PS smV PRUrb Urb Laf Sull Laf Laf Ames Laf Laf Laf Laf Ames YlckerStrain IL IL IN IN IN IN IA IN IN IN IN IA OH
n n i n d n
n a n n a (t> stem plants < a seed a a n
Hark 1 if 5 k U 30 lfif 55 39 if 5E s S 5.0Hodgson 2 k 5 3 U 50 Ul 50 37 5 1 s s 1*5A7U-101010 1 k 5 5 2 80 39 65 26 5 1 s s U.5
A7U-10101U 2 1 if 3 5 100 59 80 35 2 IfE R H 3.0
A7U-101035 3 3 5 U 5 50 39 50 28 if 5E S H If 5A7**-102011 1 h if 3 5 50 60 85 55 if 3E S S 5.0A7^-102012 3 k 3 k 5 60 63 90 U6 5 3E S S 5.0A7U-10201? 1 k 3 2 5 70 68 100 56 If 5E S S 1* 5
A7**-102020 2 if if 3 U IfO 63 75 51 if 5E S S 5.0A7U-102021 2 1 if 3 3 70 59 80 6? if 5E s S 5.0
A71»-102027 3 U k 3 U 50 6if 95 1*3 3 3E s S 5.0
A7*»-102037 2 U 5 3 1 ifo 61f 100 1*3 3 3E R R 5.0
A7U-103017 1 2 3 5 U 90 U8 8? 1*7 5 IfE S S lf.0
A7U-10U026 3 if 3 2 U 50 55 90 33 if IfE R R 1*. 5A7U-10U030 1 U 5 3 5 60 Uo 85 62 5 5E R R if. 0A7U-10U03U 1 U k U 2 70 33 55 If2 5 5E R R 2.5
A7U-105021 3 1* if U 3 80 1*7 80 28 if IfE R R 3 5A7U-201006 3 3 k u if ifO 62 90 62 if 5E S S lf.0A7**-201010 3 3 k 5 5 90 if9 70 33 3 5E S S 3 5L73D-8 3 3 3 3 if 80 **5 90 52 5 5E S S 3.5
L73D-80 1 1 U 3 2 100 56 70 21 2 IfE II H 5.0
M67-68 3 U 3 2 5 60 66 95 50 if 3E S S 5-0M67-1UU 3 2 3 k 5 50 55 100 Ul if 5E S S 3.5M67-IU8 1 2 2 5 5 IfO U3 85 31 5 3E S S 1* 5
PRELIMINARY TEST I, 1Q75 








Hark PGNBr DYY *5 5Hodgson PGNBr DYBf 3 UA71*-101010 WONBr SYY 2 5A7U-10101U WTNTn DYB1 k 5
A7U-101035 PGNBr SYY+Bl+Br 3 5A7U-102011 PG+TNBr DYBr+B f 3 1A7U-102012 PGNBr DYY 2 3A7U-102015 WTNBr SYB1 3 •5
A7*»-102020 WTNBr DYY+G 3 5A7U-102021 WTNBr SYB1 3 3A7U-102027 PGNBr DYG k 5A7U-102037 PGNBr SYIb 5 2
A7U-103017 P+WGNTn DYY •j 5A7U-10L026 PGNTn SYB1 3 2A7U-10U030 PGNTn SYIb k 1A7U-10U03U PGNBr SYBf+Ib 3 3
A7**-105021 WTNTn DYB1 k 3A7U-201006 PGNBr SYBf 3 *5A7U-201010 PG+TNTn SYY 5 UL73D-8 WTNBr SYBr 5 2
L73D-80 WTNBr IYBl+Br 3 uM67-68 PGNBr SYBr k 1M67-1UU PGNTn DYY 3 2M67-1U8 WGNBr SYY U 3
1*8 PRELIMINARY TEST I, 1975
Regional Summary
Matu­ Lodg­ Seed Seed Seed Composition
Strain Yield Rank rity ing Height Qual. Site Protein Oil
No. of Testa 10 10 9 10 10 7 9 1* 1*
Hark 1*6.7 12 +1*.7 1.7 3l* 1.5 16.1* 1*2.0 20.UHodgson 1*1*.1 22 9-16.1* 1.5 32 1.5 16.1* 39.5 22.3A7U-101010 1*8.6 3 +3.8 1.5 33 1.9 17.5 1*0.5 21.1A7U-10101U 1*6.7 12 +5.8 1.9 32 1.7 17.8 39.9 21.0
A7U-101035 U8.1 6 +5.U 1.9 35 2.0 19.1* 1*0.1* 21.UA7U-102011 1*8.2 5 +1.1 1.7 29 2.1* 17.1* 38.8 21.UA7^-102012 1*6.7 12 +1.3 1.9 28 2.1 18.9 39-6 21.0
A7U-102015 1*6.1 17 +2.2 2.3 32 2.5 16.6 37.9 22.8
A7*»-102020 *♦3.5 2U -1.7 1.6 33 1.9 18.6 39.1* 21.UA7**-102021 1*1*. 5 21 +0.3 1.8 31 1.8 16.3 1*1.8 20.5
A7U-102027 1*3.8 23 +1.8 1.7 30 1.1* 15.8 1*2.6 20.2
A7**-102037 1*5.0 19 0 1.3 28 1.7 1U.1* 1*0.5 22.0
A7U-103017 1*7-9 7 +6.8 2.0 33 2.3 15.2 39.3 20.6
A7U-10U026 1*7.? 10 +7.0 2.0 30 2.6 15.9 1*0.8 21.2
A7**-10l*030 50.0 1 +8.7 1.9 31* 2.1 18.8 1*1.8 20.8
A7U-10l»03U 1*9.2 2 +8.6 1.7 33 2.0 20.6 1*1.1 21.2
A7U-105021 1*8.5 I* +5.1* 2.1 3H 2.0 18.7 38.6 21.0
A71*-201006 1*7.5 8 +2.2 1.7 31 2.2 22.6 39.1* 21.8
A7U-201010 1*7.0 11 +6.1 2.1 33 2.1* 23.7 1*1*. 5 19.5
L73D-8 1*1*.9 20 +9.3 2.9 39 2.3 17.3 1*0.5 20.3
L73D-80 1*6.1* 15 +9.7 2.9 39 2.U 16.9 1*0.8 20.U
M67-68 1*6.3 16 +0.7 1.8 27 2.0 21.7 1*1.7 21.8M67-1UU 1*7.1* 9 +1.9 1.9 33 1.7 19.9 1*2.2 21.6
M67-1U8 1*5.8 18 +5-7 2.0 38 2.0 17.1 39.7 21.5
PRELIMINARY TEST I, 197 S



























































































































































































































































































































































































10 Tests YIELD RANK
Hark 12 k 18 13 7 6 21 18 5 lU 21Hodgson 22 8 12 15 2k 9 23 2k 11 19 3
A7U-101010 3 13 2 21 5 6 13 20 3 21 19A7*»-1010lU 12 1 23 22 6 9 7 6 12 17 lU
A7U-101035 6 18 7 5 3 16 6 21 13 k lU
A7U-102011 5 10 2k 2 21 lU 2 7 9 7 6A7U-102012 12 Ik 12 11 17 19 15 1 10 13 3
A7U-102015 17 6 11 7 10 22 12 5 23 9 13
A7U-102020 2k 12 21 9 16 2k k 23 16 23 17
A7U-102021 21 9 Ik 5 18 13 18 17 22 2k 7
A7U-102027 23 22 15 23 9 17 lU 8 2k 16 8
A7^*102037 19 2 16 16 21 k 16 22 21 12 9
A7U-103017 7 20 6 10 12 15 11 Ik k 11 1
A7U-10U026 10 16 5 19 20 3 5 11 2 Ik 12
A7**-10U030 1 5 17 17 2 1 3 10 7 1 2k
A7H-10U031» 2 10 20 20 1 2 9 11 1 6 22
A7U-105021 k 3 19 3 15 21 1 k 6 10 11
A7*»-201006 8 19 8 3 Ik 12 8 9 8 18 2
A7^*201010 11 7 9 8 13 8 20 11 Ik 8 20
L73D-8 20 2k 22 18 11 5 16 19 19 5 18
L73D-80 15 21 k 2k k 22 10 2 15 2 23
M67-68 16 16 1 lU 23 20 22 3 20 22 5
M67-1UU 9 15 3 1 19 9 2k 15 17 20 10
M67-1U8 18 23 10 12 8 18 19 16 18 3 16
PRELIMINARY TEST I, 1975 51
Ont. Ohio Mich. Wise. 111. Minn. Iova S.P.
Ridge- Hoyt* East Ar- De- Wase- Lamber- Kana- Brook
Strain Mean town villa Lana. ling. Kalb ca ton Greene wha lngsl
9 Testa MATURITY (relative date) *
Hark +U.7 +9 0 +2 +5 +7 +3 +9 +3 +U
Hodgson 9-16.U 9-25 9-15 9-28 9-26 9-3 9-15 9-U 9-6 9-26
A7U-101010 +3.8 +2 +7 +2 +3 +7 +6 +5 -1 +3A7U-10101U +5.8 +3 +7 0 +5 +7 +8 +11 +6 +5
A7U-101035 +5> +8 +7 +1 +7 +8 +7 +3 +5 +3
A7^-102011 +1.1 -6 +7 -2 -1 0 +U +5 +3 0
A7U-102012 +1.3 -1 +9 0 -1 +1 -1 +3 +1 ♦1
A7**-102015 +2.2 +6 +7 -2 -1 0 -2 +U +5 +3
A7*»-1020?0 -1.7 +1 +U -1 -2 -3 -6 -1 -7 0
A7*»-102021 +0.3 +1 +U -1 0 -1 -U +2 -1 +3
A7^-102027 +1.8 +5 +7 +1 -1 +1 -3 +U +1 +1
A7^-102037 0 -U +7 -1 -1 +1 -2 0 -1 +1
A7U-103017 +6.8 +9 +9 +1 +3 +10 +9+8 • A
+12 +5 +3
















































































































planted 5-17 5-20 5-19 5-20 5-22 5-*3 -^l1* 5-7 5-16 5*10 ~^gl*
* Not Included In the mean.
52 UNIFORM TEST II, 1975
Previous
Strain Parentage Testing * Line
1. Amsoy 71
---------- ■ ....... —
Amsoy x C1253 (Blackhawk x Harosoy) 6 U F,
2. Beeson C1253 x Kent 8 P73. Corsoy Harosoy x Capital 11 F9U. Harcor Corsoy x 0X383 (Corsoy x Harosoy 63) 1 F?5. A73-229 Amsoy x Provar x (Magna x Disoy) PII P56. A73-22051 Corsoy x IVR ExUU26 PII FU7. A73-22050 M59-120 (II-5^-2Uo x II-5U-139) x
IVR ExU731 PII 19
8. A73-25088 M59-120 (II-5U-2U0 x II-5U-139) x
IVR ExU731 PII tf
9. L70D6-16 L63-1212 (Harosoy-In) x CIU26 1 p>310. L71-2071 Merit x SL12 (Wayne-I^  r Rpm Rps) p h
11. L71-2322 Beeson x SL12 (Wayne-I r Rpm Rps) pii K12. L71-2855 If If "" pii tIJ
13. L72A-1U Calland x Amsoy pii p6
* Number of years in test or name of 197*+ Test.
The seven year regional mean for the three check varieties shows less than 
one-half bushel difference in yield, although Corsoy is 3~*» days earlier in 
maturity than Amsoy 71 end Beeson. Corsoy is susceptible to phytophthora 
root rot.
In the two year regional mean, the check variety Harcor is 1 bushel higher 
yielding and 1 day earlier in maturity than Amsoy 71* but lodges more 
severely than the other entries in the test. The entry L70D6-16 shows no 
advantage over any of the check varieties for any characteristic.
In 1975 the strain L71-2855 is slightly higher yielding and has the same 
maturity as Harcor and is also phytophthora root rot resistant and may show 
tolerance to phytophthora. L71-2855 has good lodging resistance and has 
moderately high Protein content.
StrAins A73-229, A73-22051, A73-25050, and L70D6-16 have yields similar to 
Amsoy 71, but are 1 to 2 days later in maturity. Strains A73-229, A73-22051, 
add A73-25050 are susceptible to phytophthora.
UNIFORM TEST II, 1975 
Disease Data
BB BP BS DM FEp B8R
Brb. Urb. La?. I3CT. Laf. Laf. Ames
Strain 111. 111. Ind. Ind. Ind. Ind. Iowa
n 4 n 4
n a n n a n ^ stem plants
Amsoy 71 3 3 U 5 U 50 U9 95
Beeson 3 U U 5 1 70 56 100Corsoy 1 U U U 5 20 U5 95Harcor 2 U 3 U U UO U2 100
A73-229 2 2 3 3 U 90 U6 90
A73-22051 1 U U U 5 70 Ul 05A73-25050 1 u U 5 U 80 5U 65 •A73-25088 1 1 U 5 U 80 35 85
L70D6-16 2 3 U 5 5 50 53 05
L71-2071 1 2 5 5 5 70 67 100L71-2322 2 1 U 3 3 90 60 90
L71-2855 2 1 3 3 U 50 5U 90L72A-1U 2 3 5 5 2 60 55 100
PSB PS SMV PR
Laf. Laf. Laf. Laf. Ames Vickery
Strain Ind. Ind. Ind. Ind. Iowa Ohio
d 4 a
n
seed a a n
Amsoy 71 U9 5 5E R R U.OBeeson 31 5 3M R R 3.5Corsoy 69 5 5E S S 5.0Harcor U9 5 5E R H 3.0
A73-229 59 5 3E S S U.oA73-22051 58 5 Ue S S U.OA73-25050 U3 U 5E S S 5 0
A73-25088 U2 3 5M S S 5.0
L70D6-16 55 5 ue R R 3.0L71-2071 51 3 1 R H U.oL71-2322 66 3 2M R R 3.5
L71-2855 55 5 Ue R R 2.5L72A-1U U6 5 1 R R 3.5
5U UNIFORM TEST II, 1975
Descriptive and Other Data
Chlorosis Fluor- Shattering
Descriptive Criestn. Lamb. Ames ascent Hypo- Perox- Manhattan
Strain Code Minn. Minn. Iowa Light cotyl idase Kansas
Amsoy 71 PGNTn NYY 1.0 1.0 3 L 5 H 5Beeson FGNBr SYIb 1.0 2.5 U L 5 L 5Corsoy FGHBr DYY 1.0 1.5 5 E 1 H 1Harcor PGHBr SYY 1.0 2.0 5 E 1 H 3
A73-229 PGNBr SYBf 1.0 1.5 U L 2 H 5
A73-22051 PGNBr DYY 2.0 2.0 5 L u H 2
A73-25050 WTNBr SYBr 1.0 1.5 3 L 5 L 5A73-25088 WTNTn SYBr 1.0 1.0 2 L 5 L U
L70D6-16 PGNBr D+SYY 1.0 1.5 3 L 1 L 5
L71-2071 WGNBr DYY 1.0 3.0 U L 5 L 5
L71-2322 PGNBr SYG+Ib 1.5 U.O U L 1 L 5
L71-2855 WTNBr SYB1 1.0 1.5 3 L 2 L 5L72A-1U PGNBr DYIb 1.0 1.5 5 L 5 L 5













No. of Tests 26 26 2U
1975
25 26 23 23 11 11
Amsoy 71 UU.7 U +2.5 2.0 38 2.U 17.1 39.U 22.2
Beeson UU.3 8 +U.0 1.6 3U 2.2 19.2 U0.9 20.7
Corsoy U3.5 9 9-17.0+ 2.2 35 2.2 16.0 Uo.5 21.5
Hareor U5.2 2 +2.8 2.3 36 2.2 15.5 U0.3 21.0
A73-229 UU.5 6 +U.2 2.0 37 2.5 19.8 U0.7 21.3
A73-22051 UU.U 7 +U.8 2.3 3U 2.3 17 . u U0.7 20. U
A73-25050 kk.9 3 +5.1 2.1 35 2.2 17.2 39.1 23.2
A73-25088 U2.9 12 +U.U 1.9 38 2.0 15.U 39.0 21.6
L70D6-16 uu.6 5 +3.7 1.6 36 2.1 18.0 U0.5 21.3
L71-2071 U1.5 13 -0.9 2.1 36 1.9 13 . u 39.6 22.2
L71-2322 U3.U 10 +0.2 2.2 35 2.3 19.9 U2.7 20.7
L71-2855 *♦5.5 1 +3.2 1.7 3U 2.1 21.0 U2.2 21.1L72A-1U U3.3 11 +U.5 1.5 3U 2.1 18.7 U0.5 20.9
t 121 days after planting 
No. of Tests 5U 5U
197U-75. 2-YEAR MEAN 
U5 52 52 U7 U9 23 23
Amsoy 71 Ul.U 2 +2.6 2.0 36 2.2 17.2 39.5 21.5
Beeson U0.8 U +3.8 1.6 3U 2.1 19.0 U1.3 20.0
Corsoy U0.6 5 9-21.3+ 2.2 3U 2.0 1 5 .8 Uo.U 21.0
Harcor U2.2 1 +1.8 2.U 3U 2.0 15.u Uo.U 20.6
L70D6-16 Ul.O 3 +3.9 1.7 35 2.0 17.8 U0.7 20.5
t 120 days after planting 
No. of Tests 191 191
1969-75. 7-YEAR MEAN 
157 183 188 166 157 96 96
Amsoy 71 UU.o 1 +3.0 2.3 Ul 2.2 17.2 39.6 22.U
Beeson U3.7 3 +U.0 1.9 38 2.2 19.0 U0.7 21.2Corsoy U3.9 2 9-19.7+ 2.5 38 2.0 15.8 U0.3 21.8
t 118 days after planting
56 UNIFORM TEST II, 1975

















1975 YIELD (bu/a) 
38.5 52.U 1*5.7 39.8 31.5 30.9 22.9Beeson UU.3 5^ *-3 38.9 1*9.5 1*0.8 1*5.9 37.6 32.1* 18.1*Corsoy 1*3.5 1*5.0 35.2 1*5.6 57.0 1*3.3 35.7 16.3 25.8Hareor 1*5.2 50.1 38.0 51.U 50.1 1*3.1* 39.3 22.2 29.9
A73-229 1*1*. 5 50.1* 37.9 52.2 1*5.2 1*1*. 8 37.5 26.1 21.6
A73-22051 1*1*. k 1*8.3 36.8 1*8.0 1*0.3 1*6.3 1*0.7 22.U 28.0A73-25050 1*1*. 9 56.1* 39.3 52.1 38.7 1*6.0 31.7 21.1 30.3A73-?5088 1*2.9 53.0 1*1.1 1*7.3 1*1.1 W*. 0 33.7 26.2 20.0L70D6-16 1*1*.6 56.5 1*0.0 53.9 1*8.3 1*7.8 39.2 28.2 21.3
L71-2071 1*1.5 U7.5 36.7 1*5.8 38.8 1*2.9 37.U 21.6 21.8
L71-2322 1*3.1* 1*9.1 36.2 50.0 53.8 1*1.6 38.2 31.1 29.2
L71-2855 1*5.5 56.3 39.8 1*9.9 1*9.3 1*6.2 31.6 30.1* 31.6


















2U 32 32 28
Rows/Plot 3 3 1* 1* 1* 3 3 3
Raps. 1* 1* 3 1* 1* 1* 1* 1*
Amsoy 71 1* 9
YIELD RANK 
6 2 6 13 13 3 8
Beeson 8 1* 5 8 9 5 5 1 13Corsoy 9 13 12 13 1 10 8 13 6
Harcor 2 8 7 5 3 9 2 10 3
A73-229 6 7 8 3 7 7 6 7 10
A73-22051 7 11 9 9 11 2 1 9 5A73-25050 3 2 1* 1* 13 1* 11 12 2A73-25088 12 6 1 10 8 8 10 6 12
L70D6-16 5 1 2 1 5 1 3 5 11
L71-2071 13 12 10 12 12 11 7 11 9
L71-2322 10 10 11 6 2 12 1* 2 1*
L71-2855 1 3 3 7 1* 3 12 1* 1L72A-1U 11 5 13 11 10 6 9 8 7
UNIFORM TEST II, 1975 57
Mich. Indiana Illinois
Bluff- Lafay­ Green­ Pon­ Browns-
Dundee ton ette field DeKalb tiac Urbana Girard town
1975 r u m  (W«)
U3.6 5U.0 60.1 U7.2 60. H 37.2 57.8 Ho.l H5.8
Uo.3 60.9 60.3 UO.l 5H.5 38.5 59.9 Hl.O H2.H
38.6 U3.5 U9.7 U3.7 57.3 H6.2 52.3 H5.1 H2.0
Ul.9 51.1 55.H U2.U 56.9 H6.H 55.9 H7.0 U6.8
UU.7 U7.2 59.9 H3.3 57.6 Ho.6 58.8 H3.8 H5.7
3U.6 U8.U 55.3 HU.6 57.7 52.H 52.9 H6.9 H3.8
35.? 50.1 56.1 UU.9 52.7 H7.I 53.1 H6.5 H3.8
36.8 H3.9 57.1 UU.5 H9.6 51.6 50.0 Hi.8 Ho.l
29.1 59.3 56. U Hi. 5 58.1 H7.7 56.5 H2.3 H7.0
3H.7 UU.l U7.0 38.7 51.3 38.6 56. H Hl.l HU.7
UU.O U8.3 55.6 Hi. 5 H5.6 H7.0 57.8 Ho. 2 H2.2
UU.O 53.9 5^ .3 H8.3 56.1 53.3 58.3 H5.7 HU.2
U0.5 55.6 51.5 35.3 5H.6 H5.2 61. H 39.2 38.3
21.7 16.7 7.1 12.8 5.7 12.1 H.3 n.7 5.9
9.H NS 6.6 NS 5.2 9.3 H.l 3.H 5.6
28 30 30 30 30 38 30 36 30
U 3 3 3 H U k k U
3 3 3 3 3 3 3 3 2
YIELD RANK
U U 2 2 1 13 5 12 3
7 1 1 11 9 12 2 10 9
8 13 12 6 5 8 12 5 11
5 6 8 8 6 7 9 1 2
1 10 3 7 U 10 3 6 u
12 8 9 5 3 2 11 2 7
10 7 6 3 10 5 10 3 7
9 12 U U 12 3 13 8 12
13 2 5 9 2 U 7 7 1
11 11 13 12 11 11 8 9 5
2 9 7 9 13 6 5 11 10
2 5 10 1 7 1 U U 6
6 3 11 13 8 9 1 13 1?
UNIFORM TEST II, 197*5










Amsoy 71 54.8 36.1
1975 YIELD (bu/a) 
57.8 62.0 32.5 39.9 32.3 52.5 36.1Beeson 51.7 34.1 66.2 6 1 .1 29.3 32.6 32.8 51.2 36.7Corsoy 50.1 39.6 59.7 62.2 31.6 43.9 31.3 49.7 41.2
Harcor 50.8 40.3 59.5 60.2 32.9 39.0 33.9 54.3 35.7A73-229 5^.5 34.7 57.8 64.9 32.8 38.0 31.6 50.5 33.7
A73-22051 50.8 37.9 61.3 64.0 33.5 36.4 33.8 53.3 36.1A73-25050 51.5 41.2 64.1 69.1 38.6 40.0 34.4 53.4 30.5
A73-25088 49.2 32.8 60.7 61.5 29.2 36.0 32.8 52.7 37.7
L70D6-16 55. U 35.1 59.0 53.3 31.5 37.0 32.5 50.4 33.4
L71-2071 52.6 39.6 55.2 57.6 29.6 42.6 33.5 ^5.7 33.2
L71-2322 50.6 54.8 65.7 50.4 23.6 4o.4 30.1 47.7 32.6
L71-2855 52.4 34.2 62.0 60.1 29.7 38.6 27.1 49.9 35.7L72A-1U 54.0 37.6 68.4 61.8 30.2 34.8 32.4 46.8 35.4
c.v. i 7.1 12.4 9.3 8.0 11.0 6.4 6.4 9.6 9.2
L.S.D. (5^ ) 6.2 7.7 7.6 6.5 4.2 3.8 3.2 8.3 5.4
Row 8p. (in.) 30 30 27 27 30 30 30 30 30
Rows/Plot 4 4 4 4 2 2 2 4 4
Reps. 3 3 4 4 4 4 4 3 3
Amsoy 71 2 7
YIELD RANK 
11 5 5 5 9 5 4
Beeson 7 12 2 8 11 13 5 6 3
Corsoy 12 3 8 4 6 1 11 10 1
Harcor 9 2 9 9 3 6 2 1 6
A73-229 3 10 11 2 4 8 10 7 9
A73-22051 9 5 6 3 2 10 3 3 4
A73-25050 8 1 4 1 1 4 1 2 13A73-25088 13 13 7 7 12 11 5 4 2L70D6-16 1 8 10 12 7 9 7 8 10
L71-2071 5 3 13 11 10 2 4 13 11L71-2322 11 9 3 13 13 3 12 11 12
L71-2855 6 11 5 10 9 7 13 9 6L72A-1U 4 6 1 6 8 12 8 12 8
UNIFORM TEST II, 197* 59
Strain Mean











5** Tests 197U-75. 2-YEAR MEAN YIELD
Amsoy 71 1*1.1* 51.2 1*3.8 1*6.3 3U.0 28.2 32.6 29.6Beeson 1*0.8 55.8 1*1.9 1*1*. 0 35.5 32.1 33.5 30.2Coraoy 1*0.6 1*7.0 38.6 53.5 38.7 28.8 21*.0 32.8Harcor 1*2.2 50.2 39.6 51.6 37.6 30.0 30.1* 35.3L70D6-16 1*1.0 55.2 1*3.0 1*9.8 37.8 30.0 33.0 25.0
YIELD RANK
Amsoy 71 2 3 1 1* 5 5 3 1*Beeson 1* 1 3 5 1* 1 1 3Corsoy 5 5 5 1 1 1* 5 2Harcor 1 1* 1* 2 3 2 1* 1L70D6-16 3 2 2 3 2 2 2 5
191 Tests 1969-75, 7-YEAR MEAN YIELD
Amsoy 71 1*1*.0 53.3 37. U 31.1* 31.9 1*2.8Beeson 1*3.7 1*9.5 38.3 31.7 33.5 1*3.6Corsoy 1*3.9 56.3 39.6 29.6 27.1* 38.6
YIELD RANK
Amsoy 71 1 2 3 2 2 2Beeson 3 3 2 1 1 1Corsoy 2 1 1 3 3 3
2U Tests MATURITY (relative date)
Amsoy 71 +2.5 0 +1 -1 0 +1 -1 -2 0Beeson +i*.o 0 +3 0 0 +7 -1 -2 0Corsoyt 0-17.0 9-22 9-12 9-29 10-8 9-21 9-25 10-1 9-25Harcor +2.8 +6 +2 +1 0 +7 +3 +3 -1A73-229 +U.2 +5 +2 +1 +1 +7 -1 0 -1
A73-22051 +U.8 +5 +2 +2 +1 +8 +2 +2 +2A73-25050 +5.1 +6 +3 +2 +1 +5 +1* +2 +2A73-25088 +l*.l* +7 +3 +2 0 +7 +2 -1 -3L70D6-16 +3.7 -7 +3 +2 +3 +5 -1 0 -1
L71-2071 -0.9 -7 -2 -6 -8 -3 -1 0 +1*
L71-2322 +0.2 -1* -3 -2 -2 -3 -2 -1 +1*
L71-2855 +3.2 0 +1 0 -2 +3 -3 -1 +6L72A-1U +1*. 5 0 +2 -1 +1 +7 +2 +2 +1*
Hodgson (i) -13 -11 0 -26 0Woodworth (III) +10 +15 +1* +7 +ll* +8 -7 +9Date plntd. 5-19 5-29 5-29 6-11 5-20 5-27 5-19 5-1** 5-15t Dvb. to mat 121 116 106 110 ll*l 117 129 li*o 133














1974-75. 2'-YEAR MEAN YIELD
Arasoy 71 4l.6 48.2 55.5 44.6 51.2 32.4 53.2 43.2 41.8
Beeson 41.7 51.8 54.1 39.8 48.4 32.4 53.4 42.6 40.1Corsoy 40.1 41.3 46.6 32.7 52.0 35.4 51.2 43.2 39.2Harcor 4l.O 44.2 53.8 39.2 51.4 37.1 52.8 45.6 40.6L70D6-16 33.5 49.0 54.0 39.4 51.6 36.2 52.0 44.8 42.4
YIELD RANK
Arasoy 71 2 3 1 1 4 4 2 3 2Beeson 1 1 2 2 5 4 1 5 4Corsoy 4 5 5 5 1 3 5 3 5Harcor 3 4 4 4 3 1 3 1 3L70D6-16 5 2 3 3 2 2 4 2 1
69,71-75 1969-75. 7-TEAR MEAN YIELD
Amsoy 71 43.2 49.5 54.2 43.8 51.6 37.5 52.2 47.3 43.1**Beeson 44.5 50.7 52.1 43.1 50.2 38.8 53.6 45.8 41.7
Coreoy 46.0 46.3 50.3 35.6 52.0 39.8 53.9 49.4 39.7
YIELD RANK
Amsoy 71 3 2 1 1 2 3 3 2 1Beeson 2 1 2 2 3 2 2 3 2Corsoy 1 3 3 3 1 1 1 1 3
MATURITY (relative date)
Amsoy 71 +2 +7 +7 +2 +10 +2 +4 +2 0
Beeson +1* +12 +9 +2 +9 +3 +7 +2 0Corsoy t 9-18 9-17 9-1 9-11 9-12 9-4 9-5 8-25 8-28
Harcor -1 +10 +7 +2 • +7 +2 +4 +4 0
A73-229 +3 +10 +8 +2 +12 +3 +6 +4 +1
A73-22051 +3 +9 +7 +4 +11 +9 +7 +7 +3A73-29050 +2 +2 +6 +4 +11 +9 +11 +7 +3A73-25088 +1 +1 +8 +4 +9 +13 +10 +8 +4L70D6-16 +1 ■*■13 +8 +6 +11 +6 +4 +3 +2
L71-2071 -2 0 +1 0 +3 -1 +2 0 -3
L71-2322 -1 +9 +3 0 +1 0 ♦1 +1 -2
L71-2855 +2 +16 +7 +5 +4 +8 +3 +4 +1L72A-1U +1 +10 +7 +3 +10 +7 +8 +3 +1
Hodgson (I) -8 -7 -8 -6 -7 -5 -9Woodworth(III) +14 +16 +9 +18 +23 + 8 2 +14 +13
Dte. Plntd. 5-22 5-13 5-7 5-21 5-13 5-16 5-16 5-16 5-21t Dys. to
maturityWTBRSr*r5 a 112 127TT 117 112 122 111 112 101
UNIFORM TEBT II, 107*5
Mlnnesota I'iwa Mo. rf. Dakota Nebraska
Waseca
Lamber-




ville Mead I Concord
197U-75, 2-YEAR MEAN YIELD
39.3 28.0 52. U "' M l 31.6 3*.5 32.0 1*7.1*
37.2 25.8 58.1 1*5-8 28.2 28.6 30.3 1*1*. 1*
1*0.6 33. *» 53. ^ 1*7.1* 27.6 1*0.7 32.8 52.0t*o. 5 33.2 5*.8 1*1*.8 32.0 36.9 32.9 53.0
39.8 29.1* 52.8 1*0.0 29.0 33-U 31.0 U9.8
YIELD RANK
U 1* 5 2 2 3 3 U■5 5 1 3 U 5 5 51 1 3 1 5 I 2 22 2 2 1* 1 2 1 1? 3 i* 5 3 i* 14 3
1969-75. 7-YEAR MEAN YIELD 70-75 70-75 69,73,7'38.8 37.0 50.6 59.6 ^3-7 **5-3 37.039.2 35.6 52.7 27.6 32.9 1*1*.1* 38.01*1.6 1*2.9 52.7 35.1 35.6 1*8.1* 39.3
YIELD RANK
3 2 3 2 2 2 3
2 3 1 3 3 3 21 1 1 1 1 1 1
MATURITY (relative date)
+5 +2 +6 « * +2 +2 0 +8
■*■9 +5 +9 +5 +3 +1 +109-22 9-12 9-9 10-9 10-2 9-20 9-13+1* +2 +1* +1 +1 -1 -1
+9 +5 +11 +2 +1* +1 +5
+6 +6 +10 +5 +2 0 +3
+12 +9 +9 +3 +3 +1 +6+1* +6 +7 +1 +3 +1 +8+1* +* +10 +3 +3 +1 +5+1* +1 0 -1 -1 -7 +5
+u +1 +3 -1 +1 -1* +3+1* +2 +5 +2 +3 0 +7+8 +5 +11 +7 +2 +2 +6
-1* -9 -5 -11 -2 -6+1U +19 +16 +11 +8 +13
5-1* 5-7 5-12 5-19 5-23 5-2^ 5-21 5-16 5-26
131 138 120 138 127 110
62 UNIFORM TEST II, 1975
Strain Mean













25 Tests LODGING (score)
Amsoy 71 2.0 3.0 H.3 3.2 H.O 1.5 1.5 1 .0 1.0
Beeson 1 .6 2.2 3.5 2.2 3.7 1.0 1.0 1 .0 1.0Corsoy 2.2 3-H 3.9 2.8 3.9 2.0 1.0 1 .0 1.0
Harcor 2.3 3.0 3.6 3.0 3.7 3.0 2.5 1 .0 1.0
A73-229 2.0 2.9 3.9 3.3 3.6 1.5 2.5 1.0 1.0
A73-22051 2.3 2.8 H.3 3.2 H.2 2.8 2.5 1.0 1.0
A73-25050 2 .1 2.6 H.H 3.0 H.o 1.2 2.0 1 .0 1.0
A73-25088 1.9 2 .1 3.5 2.5 3.6 1.8 2.0 1.0 1.0
L70D6-16 1 .6 2.0 3.1 1.7 2.7 1.0 1 .0 1.0 1.0
L71-2071 2 .1 3.0 H.O 2.8 H.2 2.0 2.5 1.0 1.0
L71-2322 2.2 3.2 3.8 3.7 3.6 2.8 2.0 1.0 1.0
L71-2855 1.7 2.H 3.3 2.5 3.s 1 .2 1.0 1.0 1.0
L72A-1U 1.5 1.5 3.5 2.0 3.5 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0
26 Teste PLANT HEIGHT (inches)
Amsoy 71 38 Hi HH 37 52 Ho 32 29 25
Beeson 3H 38 H3 33 H5 37 31 2H 25
Corsoy 35 39 Hi 33 H8 38 3H 26 25
Harcor 36 U2 H3 37 H8 Ho 3H 25 26
A73-229 37 37 H3 36 H8 39 35 27 2H
A73-22051 3h 36 39 32 H6 36 30 25 25
A73-25050 35 37 38 33 H9 39 32 25 23A73-25088 38 Hi H3 35 51 Hi 36 26 28
L70D6-16 36 H3 HH 35 H9 39 36 2H 22
L71-2071 36 Hi 38 3H 53 39 35 27 28
L71-2322 35 3H 39 3H H7 39 33 28 25
L71-2855 3H 38 Hi 3H H8 36 31 26 29L72A-1H 3H 37 Ho 3H H2 38 31 26 26
UNIFORM TEST II, 1975 63
Mich. Indiana Illinois
Bluff- Lafay­ Green** Pon- Browns-
Dundee ton ette field DeKalb tlac Urbana Girard tovn
LODGING (score)
2.0 2.3 1.8 1.2 2.7 1.5 3.0 2.2 2.0
1.5 1 .2 1.0 1 .2 2.5 1.0 2.0 1.3 l.U
1.5 2.0 1.7 1.5 3.2 2.2 3.3 2.U 2.2
1.0 2.3 2.0 1.8 3-8 2.2 3.7 2.U 2.6
1.0 1.7 2.2 1 .2 2.5 1.5 3.3 2.0 2.2
1 .0 1.8 1.8 1.0 3.0 2.7 3.U 2.0 2.7
1.0 2.3 2.5 1.3 3.0 2.2 3.U 2.5 1.5
1.0 1.5 2.2 1.2 2.7 2.2 2.9 2.0 1 .5
1.0 1.5 1.3 1.0 2.3 1.5 2.8 1.5 2.0
1.0 2.2 1.7 1.3 3-2 1.8 3.1 2.U 2.2
1 .5 2.0 2.0 1.3 k.2 2.5 3.1 2.3 2.71.0 1.5 1.2 1.3 2.8 1.7 2.2 l.U 2 .1
1.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 2.7 1 .2 1.9 1 .2 1.2
PLANT HEIGHT (inches)
Uo 36 38 37 50 Ul U5 U3 39
33 31 33 30 U6 35 Uo 37 3U32 29 32 3U U5 39 37 39 3732 31 3U 35 k7 39 39 U2 363U 33 37 32 k9 38 Ul Uo 37
28 27 33 33 k6 36 36 38 3U3U 31 38 33 $0 Uo 39 39 3U
28 32 U2 38 51 Uo U3 UU 39
2k 35 37 3U U8 Ul Uo U2 37
30 31 36 32 U6 39 Uo Ul 37
3U 32 36 3U k9 38 38 38 3U
33 32 35 31 U6 38 36 37 3332 30 33 28 U8 37 Uo 37 32
UNIFORM TEST II, 1975





ton Ames Sloan Edina
Brook- Center­
ings I villa MeadI Concord




1.0 2.0 1.3 1.0
Beeson 2.0 1.0 1.5 2.0 1.0 1.8 1.3 1 .0
Corsoy 2.0 2.3 2.2 2.9 1.3 2.0 1.8 1.0
Harcor 2.7 1.7 2.U 2.8 2.0 1.8 1.3 1 0
A73-229 1.7 2.3 1 .6 2 .1 1.5 2.0 1.5 1 .0
A73-22051 2.3 3.7 2.6 2.5 1.5 1.9 1.8 1.0A73-25050 2.3 1.3 2.5 2.3 1.0 2.0 2.0 1.0
A73-25088 1.7 1.3 2.2 2.3 1.3 1.7 1 .2 1.0
L70D6-16 1.7 2.0 1.7 2.U 1.0 1.7 1.3 1.0
L71-2071 2.0 2.0 2.3 2.U 1.0 1.9 1.3 1.0
L71-2322 2.0 1.7 1.9 2 .1 1.5 1.9 1 .2 1.0
L71-2855 1.0 1.7 1.5 1.7 1.0 1.7 1.0 1.0L72A-1U 1.7 1.0 1.5 1.8 1.0 1.9 1.3 1.0
Amsoy 71 38 Ul
PLANT HEIGHT (inches) 
UO Ul 3U 38 2U U2 28
Beeson 3U 35 36 36 29 37 2U 38 28
Corsoy 3U 39 36 38 31 37 23 37 26
Harcor 35 39 38 38 31 36 23 37 28
A73-229 Uo Ul 35 39 33 39 25 Ul 28
A73-22051 35 39 38 37 30 37 22 37 28
A73-25050 36 36 38 38 29 35 23 38 26
A73-25088 U0 38 U2 Uo 31 Uo 25 Ul 28
L70D6-16 37 Uo 39 Uo 33 39 2U Uo 27
L71-2071 Uo 38 Uo 39 33 39 22 36 27
L71-2322 37 39 38 36 29 36 23 37 27
L71-2855 2U 36 39 38 30 35 22 35 26L72A-1U 38 36 37 36 29 36 2U 37 28
UNIFORM TEST II, 1975
Strain Mean











23 Tests SEED QUALITY (score)
Amsoy 71 2.U 3.5 2.0 3.5 2.0 2.0 1.7 2.2 2. 5Beeson 2.2 2.7 2.0 3-3 2.0 1.0 1.5 1.7 1 .0Corsoy 2.2 2.0 2.0 3.5 2.0 2.0 1.5 2.5 2.3Harcor 2.2 2 .1 1.8 3.5 2.0 1.8 1.5 2.2 1.8
A73-229 2.5 3.0 1 .8 3.5 2.0 2.0 1.7 2.5 2.0
A73-?2051 2.3 2.8 1.8 3.0 3.0 2.0 2.0 1.7 2.0A73-25050 2.2 2 .1 1.8 3.2 3-0 1.5 1.7 2.0 1.0A73-25088 2.0 1.7 2.0 3.5 3-0 1.2 2.0 1.2 1.3L70D6-16 2 .1 2.8 1.8 3.2 2.0 2.0 1.5 2.2 1.0L71-2071 1.9 1.6 1.8 3.3 2.0 1.2 1.5 1.7 1 5
L71-2322 2.3 2.6 2.3 3.5 3.0 1.8 1.5 2.0 1.0
L71-2855 2 .1 2.0 2.0 3.5 2.0 2.0 1.5 1.5 1.3L72A-1U 2 .1 2.7 2.3 3.5 2.0 1.2 1.5 2.0 1.0
23 Tests SEED SIZE (g/lOO)
Amsoy 71 17.1 18.0 19.3 20. U 18.3 15.5 21.2 18 .1 17.5Beeson 19.2 18.0 22.3 23.2 17.3 18.7 2k.7 23.6 20.6Corsoy 16.0 19.6 15.9 18.8 16.8 lU.9 20.k 18.2 17.0
Harcor 15.5 17.0 16.3 18.2 15.5 1H .6 2 1 .1 17.3 16.3A73-229 19.8 21.6 21.0 21.5 19.0 18.0 25.7 21.2 19.8
A73-22051 17. U 18.7 18.3 19.6 17.8 16.8 21.7 20.1 19.3A73-25050 17.2 18.8 17. U 19.9 17.k 17.8 23.5 19.2 17.5A73-25088 15-^ 16.9 17.8 18.5 1U .8 lU.8 20.6 17.6 15-8L70D6-16 18.0 19.7 20. k 20.0 18.6 16.6 23.2 2 1.1 18.7
L71-2071 13. U 15.6 1U.5 16.2 13.8 13.2 16.0 16.0 lU.U
L71-2322 19.9 20.7 19.2 23.8 19-7 18.0 2h.3 23.1 20.6L71-2855 21.0 22.7 2 1 .1 23. k 2 1.1 19.8 25.2 22.6 22.8L72A-1U 18.7 19.9 17.5 2 1. U 16.2 19.0 2k.7 21.6 19.9
















SEED QUALITY ( 
2.0 1.5
score)
2.5 2.5 3.5 3.3 2.7
Beeson 3.5 2.0 1.0 2.0 2.5 2.7 3-3 3.3
Corsoy 3.5 1 5 1.0 2.0 2.2 2.3 2.8 2 7
Harcor 3.5 2.0 1.5 2.2 2.5 2.3 3-0 2.5
A73-229 3.5 3.0 1.5 3-3 3.0 3.0 3.0 3.0
A73-22051 3.5 2.0 1.0 2.2 3.0 2.7 2.8 3.5
A73-25050 2.5 2.0 1.5 2.5 2.7 2.5 2.7 2.5
A73-25088 2.0 1 5 1.0 2.0 2.5 2.8 3.0 3.3L70D6-16 2.5 2.0 1.5 2.5 2.5 2.3 2.7 2.5
L71-2071 1.5 1.5 1.0 2.0 2.0 2.3 3.3 3 2
L71-2322 3.0 2.0 1.5 2.2 2.7 3.3 3.5 3.7
L71-2855 3.0 1.5 1.5 2.0 2.5 2.7 3.0 3.3
L72A-1U 3.0 2.0 1.0 2.5 2.5 2.3 3-5 3-2
Amsoy 71 17. U 21.8
SEED SIZE (k/100) 
17.1 16.k 19.0 13.1 15.2 12.7 12.8
Beeson 18.9 23.6 19.7 17.7 19. U lU.2 17.5 lU.2 13.4
Corsoy 1U.5 18.2 lU.7 lU.9 15.3 lU.l 1U.0 12.7 12.3
Harcor lU.9 18.2 15.8 lU.7 15.0 13. U 13.0 13-3 1 1 . H
A73-229 19. U 23.8 21.0 18 .1 21.8 16.2 17.2 16.2 1U.U
A73-22051 17.1 19.3 17-5 16. U 17.9 17.0 15.8 13.9 13-8
A73-25050 16.8 19.2 18.0 15.2 16.7 15.6 1U.9 13.3 11.9
A73-25088 lU.l 17.5 16.2 13.9 1U.U 1U.5 lU.O 12.8 11.7
L70D6-16 16.3 22.2 18. U 16.7 19.9 15.0 15. U 13.7 13-0
L71-2071 12.7 12.8 12. U 12.2 12.6 10.7 12.3 10.2 10.6
L71-2322 18.0 23.5 20.1 18.9 18.3 18. k 18. U 17.5 15.6
L71-2855 21.2 25.3 20.8 2 1.U 19.9 19.3 19.5 17.6 16.8L72A-1U 18.7 23-3 18.6 16.9 19.3 15.U 16.8 lU.l 13. U
UNIFORM TEST II, 1975
Minnesota Iowa Mo. S. Dakota Nebraska
Waseca
Lamber-




ville Mead I Concord
2.0 2.7 2.U
SEED QUALITY (score) 
3.2 1.3 l.U 1.8
2.0 2.7 2.3 3.2 1.3 l.U 1.2
2.7 2.0 2.7 3.5 1.2 1.3 2.3
2.3 2.3 2.9 3.0 1 .1 1.2 2.0
2-3 3.0 3.1 3.5 1.3 1.7 1.8
1.0 3.0 2.7 3.5 l.U 1.0 1.7
2.0 2.7 2.3 3.8 1.9 1.5 1.7
2.0 2.0 1 .1 3.0 l.U 1.3 1.5
1.7 2.0 2.1 3.0 1.3 1.2 1.5
1.7 2.0 1.2 3.2 1.6 1 .1 1.8
2.0 2.3 1.7 3.5 1.5 l.U 1.7
2.0 2.3 1.3 3.0 l.U 1.2 1.2
1.7 2.3 1.8 3.2 1.5 l.U 1.2
17.7 15.U 17.9
SEED SIZE (r/100) 
lU.9 17.8 16.7
19.3 18.9 21.5 16.9 20.5 18.6
16.2 13.8 17.2 13.9 18.1 16.5
15.8 lU.O 16.8 13.0 16.1 15.9
19.7 19.5 23.5 16.2 21.2 18.3
16.U 15.5 18.6 lU.3 18.1 16.6
15. U 16.0 18.9 1U.3 20.7 16.U
13-7 13.5 16.5 12.6 16.2 15.2
17,5 15.8 20.0 1U.8 19.9 16.3
13.1 12.5 15.1 11.9 lU.6 lU.9
20.0 18.1 21.5 16.8 23.1 20.9
19.6 18.0 21.8 18.3 23.8 21.2
18. U 19.2 21.7 15.8 20.1 17.3
68 UNIFORM TEST II, 1975
Strain Mean









11 Tests PROTEIN (<t>)
Amsoy 71 39. U 39. U 37.9 U2.1 U2.1 38.6
Beeson Uo.9 U2.3 Uo.7 UP. 5 U3.9 U0.6Corsoy Uo. 5 U0.3 U0.5 U3.6 U2.8 37.9
Harcor U0.3 Ul.o Uo.l Ul.8 U3.1 39.1
A73-229 Uo.7 Uo.6 39.8 Ul.8 U3.6 39.9
A73-22051 Uo.7 UO .6 Uo.U U3.8 U2.U 39.6
A73-25050 39.1 39.6 38.3 Uo.l Ul.2 37.3A73-25088 39.0 39.1 38.2 39. U Ul.9 39.3
L70D6-16 Uo.5 Uo.7 38.6 U2.8 U3.I 39.3
L71-2071 39.6 39.5 38.1 Ul.9 U2.3 37.8
L71-2322 U2.7 UU.8 U2.1 U3.9 UU.8 Ul-5
L71-2855 U2.2 U3.5 Ul.2 U3.5 U5.0 Ul.lL72A-1U Uo.5 Ul.U Uo.o Ul.6 U3.9 Uo.^
11 Tests OIL K)
Amsoy 71 22.2 22.2 21.9 22.9 20.3 22.9
Beeson 20.7 19.9 19.9 20.5 20.0 213
Corsoy 21.5 21.7 20.6 20.8 20.9 23.0
Harcor 21.0 20.7 20.5 20.9 19. u 21.7
A73-229 21.3 21.2 20.9 22.6 20. U 22.2
A73-22051 20. U 20.1 19.9 19.8 20.3 21.2
A73-25050 23.2 22.5 22.3 2U.1 22.2 25.1
A73-25088 21.6 21. U 21.5 22.5 20. U 22.5
L70D6-16 21.3 20.8 21.3 20.3 20.1 22.1
L71-2071 22.2 22.2 21.6 22.6 21.1 23.1
L71-2322 20.7 20.0 19.9 20.8 20.3 20.8
L71-2855 21.1 20.5 21.2 21.2 19.5 22.0L72A-1U 20.9 20. U 20.6 20.8 19.5 21.5




DeKalb Urbana Lamberton Centerrille Mead I
PROTEIN d )
38.0 1*0.3 37.? Uo.6 39.0 38.3
39.3 1*1.1 37.6 1*0.5 1*0.8 1*0 .1
39.5 1*2.2 37.5 1*0.6 1*0.9 39.6
38.5 1*2.3 37.0 1*0.1* 1*0.2 39.5
1*0.0 Ul.2 39.5 1*1.1* 1*1.1 38.8
39.1* 1*2.1 38.6 1*1.3 39.9 39.9
37. k **1.5 37.1 39.3 1*0.5 37.9
38.3 U1 .7 36.3 39.0 38.3 37.9
1*0.3 Ul.6 38.1 1*1.8 1*0. 5 39.0
38.5 1*2.1 36.9 1*0.2 38.8 1*0.0
1*0.6 1*3.5 39.3 1*3.2 1*3.1* 1*2.21*0.6 1*3.1 38.5 1*1.8 1*2.8 1*2.9
39.7 1*0.8 36.8 1*0.3 1*0.3 39.9
on. (*)
23.0 22.5 22.7 2 1.1* 2 1.1* 23.1*
2 1.1* 20.6 21.6 21.0 20.2 21.7
21.8 21.2 22.0 22.1 20. U 22.0
21.6 20.5 21.8 21.9 20.6 21.7
20.8 2 1 .1 2 1.1* 21.2 20.1 22.3
20.5 20.1* 20.9 20.5 20.6 19.9
23.6 23.1 22.5 23.8 21.6 2U.3
21.9 20.5 21.3 22.2 21.5 22.2
21.5 21.6 21.9 20.8 21.0 22.7
22.1* 20.8 21.9 22.8 22.1 23.?
21.2 20.6 21.5 20.6 19-9 21.9
2 1.1* 20.9 21.9 21.9 20.2 21.3
20.1* 21.0 22.1 2 1.1 20.7 22.2




Hark x [Provar x (Disoy x Magna)]3. A7H-201026 F5U. A7^-202001 Corsoy x IVR ExUU26 55. A7U-202019 Beeson x L66-1359 (Wayne x L57-003M
6. A7U-202036 Bonus x Swift ft
7. A7U-203001 Corsoy x Williams VI
8. A7U-203002 M59-120 (II-5U-2U0 x II-5U-139) x IVR ExU731 ft
9. A7U-203006 IVR Ex212 x M62-1T7 (M387 x  MU06) H
10. A7U-203012 Corsoy x IVR ExUU26 99
1 1. A7U-20U012 M62-275 (Norchief x Harosoy) x L66L-1UU ft
12. A7U-20U023 M60-92 (Comet x M319) x Wye ft
13- A7U-20U033 Beeson x L66-1359 (Wayne x L57-0031*) 99lU. A7U-20U03U M62-263 x CXU07BC--326 99
15. A7U-205037 SL12 (Wayne-I r Rpm Rps) x Anoka 99
16. A7U-302012 L66L-137 (Wayne x L57-0031*) x Calland 99
17. C1522 Beeson x L63"1397 (Harosoy x T207); Semideterminate Line
18. C1523 " " ; Indeterminate Line
19. C152U " N ; Semideterminate Line
20. C1530 ft If
C1U23 (C1266R x C1253) x Corsoy2 1. L69D100-16-2 F5
22. L69D100-16-5 » V  f t
23- L69U2325-1-1 Hark x Diaoy ft
2U. L70D9-U-5 M59-120 x L15 (tfayne-Rps) 99
25. L71D52-1 L65-132U (Wayne x L62-1926) x Cutler t13
F626. L73D-78 M59-120 (II-SU-2U0 x H-5^-139) x L15 CIU77 (Amsoy X.C1253) x Corsoy27. L73D-195 I f O
28. L73D-253 L65-I32U (Wayne x L62-1926) x Cutler FS
20. L73D-261 " , x SL5 
L67-533 (Clark x Higan) x Corsoy f 630. L73D-296 Fc31. L73D-308 L65-1J2U x C1U57 (C1266R,x C1253) it 5
32. L73U-163 Corsoy x L62-1251 (Clark0 x T117) F633. U1012U CIU32 (C1253 x Kent) x CIU30 (C1253 x Kent)
F 731*. U10150 CIU30 x CIU36 (C1253 x Kent) n f
35. U10816 C1253 (Blackhawk x Harosoy) x Wayne
F S36. U10913 « x w t O
Of the 3U strains in the 1975 test, only A7U-203002, A7U-302012, and L73D-195 
were higher yielding than both check varieties in the regional mean yield.
The strain A7*+**302012 is 2 bushels higher yielding and 2 days later than Beeson 
is phytophthora resistant, has good lodging resistance, and is shattering 
resistant. The strain L73D-195 has the same maturity as Beeson and is 1 bushel 
higher yielding, and phytophthora resistant, but is somewhat lodging susceptible. 
The strains A7*+-203002 and Cl523 w ®  equal in yield to Beeson, are 2 days 
earlier maturing, and have good lodging resistance. The strain A7**-20300? is 
phytophthora susceptible while C1523 is resistant to phytophthora and has a 
moderately high protein content.
a *
v
PRELIMINARY TEST II, 1975 
Disease Data
71
BB BP BS DM FEo BSR
Urbana Urbana Laf. Bull. Laf. Laf. Ames
Strain 1 1 1. 111. Ind. Ind. Ind. Ind. Iowa
n a n n a n n % n t
h> stem plants
Beeson 2 U U 5 1 70 63 100
Corsoy 2 U U U 5 20 56 100A7U-201026 1 U k k 5 50 61 100
A7U-202001 2 U k 5 5 20 U8 100
A7U-202019 2 1 5 U 3 70 69 100
A7U-202036 1 u 5 5 k 70 U2 100A7U-203001 2 1 3 5 5 60 U7 95A7U-203002 2 u 5 h 5 80 59 100A7U-203006 1 u 3 5 U 70 U6 100A7U-203012 3 3 5 U k 50 53 100
A7U-20U012 l 1 U 5 3 Uo U2 100
A7U-20U023 1 U 3 U 3 90 68 95
A7U-20U033 2 1 5 U 3 80 67 95A7U-20U03U 2 3 3 3 U 70 66 100
A7U-205037 2 1 3 3 2 80 77 95
A7U-302012 2 2 k 3 3 50 77 100C1522 2 u U 2 5 60 U8 95
C1523 3 3 U U U 80 57 95C152U 3 3 3 3 3 60 U3 75C1530 U 3 U k 1 90 73 100
L69D100-16-2 U 3 U 5 k 80 U7 85
L69D100-16-5 2 3 U 5 3 60 71 95L69U2325-1-1 3 1 5 5 2 Uo 58 90
L70D9-U-5 1 1 U 3 3 60 71 85L71D52-1 2 1 U U 2 60 59 80
L73D-78 1 1 U U 3 UO 65 90
L73D-195 3 3 3 5 U 30 55 70
L73D-253 3 1 5 5 1 60 63 100L73D-261 3 1 U 5 1 90 69 100L73D-296 2 U U U 5 50 5U 95
L73B®308 1 2 2 U 2 50 51 95
L73U-163 U 3 3 U U 50 U6 90U1012U 3 3 3 k 5 70 70 100U10150 3 3 U k 1 90 U8 75U10816 2 U 3 k U 90 67 85
U10913 1 1 2 5 5 90 60 95










Strain Ind. Ind. Ind. Ind. Iowa Ohio
d i a
n
seed a a n
Beeson 31 5 3M R R 3.0Corsoy 69 5 5E 8 S U.oA7U-201026 58 U 5E S 8 U.oA7U-202001 U6 U Um 8 8 U.O
A7U-202019 56 k Ue R R 3.0
A7U-202036 55 5 5E R R U.OA7U-203001 59 5 5E 8 8 5.0
A7U-203002 6iU 5 5E 8 S 5.0A7U-203006 60 5 1 8 8 5.0A7U-203012 60 5 Ue 8 8 U 5
A7U-20U012 U6 U 3E S S U. 5
A7j*-20U023 2k 5 2M S S U. 5
A7U-20U033 52 k 5E H H U.OA7U-20U03U 62 5 2M R R U. 5
A7U-205037 U7 5 5E R R U. 5
A7U- 302012 32 3 5E R R U.O
C1522 32 5 Ue 8 H 2.5
C1523 Uo 5 Ue R R U.O
C152U Ul 5 5E R R U.O
C1530 53 k 5E R R U.O
L69D100-16-2 25 5 Um 8 S U.O
L69D100-16-5 72 5 Um 8 8 U.o
L69U2325-1-1 35 5 5B 8 S 5 0
L70D9-U-5 58 5 5E R R 5.0
L71D52-1 63 5 Ue 8 8 5.0
L73D-78 66 5 Ue R H U. 5
L73D-195 U9 5 5B R R 5-0
L73D-253 U7 5 5E S 8 U.5L73D-261 U6 5 5E R R 5.0
L73D-296 3* 5 3M S 8 5 0
L73D-308 70 5 5E R H U.O
L73U-163 k? 5 2M S S 5.0
U1012U k5 5 5E R H 5-0
U10150 5U 5 5E R R 5.0
U10816 55 5 3E R H 5.0
U10913 53 5 2M R H 5.0
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Beeson PGNBr SYTb 5 5
Coraoy PGNBr DYY 5 2
A7U-201026 POHTn DYY U 5
A7U-202001 PGNBr DYBf+Y U 3
A7U-202O19 PG+TRTn DYB1 k 5
A7fc-202036 WTNBr DYB1 2 5A7U-203001 WTNTn DYG u k
A7U-203002 WTNTn SYBr 3 5A7U-203006 PGNTn DYY U 2
A7U-203012 PGNTn DYBf+Y k k
A7U-20U012 PTNBr DYG 2 5
A7U-20U023 PTNBr SYTb 5 U
A7U-20U033 PTNBr SYB1 k 3
A7U-20U03H PGNTn SYTb k 5
A7U-205037 PTNBr SYBr 5 5
A7U-302012 PTNTn DYB1 k 2
C1522 PGNBr DYIb 2 1
C1523 PGNBr DYG 3 5
C152U PGNBr BYBf k 2
C1530 PGNBr DYY k k
L69D100-16-2 PGNBr SYY k 3
L69D100-16-5 PGNBr SYY k 5
L69U2325-1-1 PGNTn SYY 5 5L70D9-U-5 WTNBr SYBr k 3L71D52-1 PtWTNBr SYB1 5 5
L73D-78 WTNBr DYBr 3 U
L73D-195 PGNBr SYY k 3
L73D-253 PTNBr SYB1 k 5L73D-261 PTNBr SYB1 5 5L73D-296 PGNBr DYY 3 1
L73D-308 PTNBr SYB1 5 5
L73U-163 PTNBr DYG k 2U1012U PTNBr DYB1 k 5U10150 PTNBr SYB1 5 5U10816 WGNBr SYBf k 5
U10913 PGNBr SYTb 5 5













No. of Teats 10 10 10 9 10 8 10 1* 1*
Beeson 1*9-2 1* ♦5.1 1.7 35 1.7 19.8 1*1 .1 21.0Corsoy 1*3-5 3U 9-17.6 2 .1 31* 1.8 16.7 1*0 .1 22.0A7U-201026 1*7-1* 12 +3.6 l.U 31 1 .1* 22.0 1*2.8 20.1
A7U-202001 1*6 .1 2l* +3.1 1.6 3U 1 .6 17.1* 1*0.1* 21.2
A7U-202019 1*6.5 20 +1.3 2.2 33 1.8 17.1* 39.7 2 1.1*
A7U-202036 1*7.2 lU +1*.7 1.6 38 1.8 17.1* 39.5 22.9
A7U-203001 1*7-5 11 +U.7 1.9 32 1 .6 16.1* 1*1 .0 21.0
A7U-20300? 1*9.6 3 +3.1* 1.7 39 1.7 19.3 37.2 2U.1*
A7U-203006 1*5-1 25 +3.5 1.8 31 2.0 17.7 1*0.2 19.9
A7U-203012 kk.6 28 +2.5 1.7 33 1.9 16.7 1*0.8 21.0
A7**-?0U012 1*1*. 8 27 +6.1* 2.7 37 1 .8 16.3 3912 21.5
A7U-20U023 1*3-7 33 +5.7 2.8 33 1.6 15.3 38.6 22.0
A71*-POU033 1*6.3 21 +1 .1* 1.9 3*» 1 .1* 18.3 1*1 .2 21.2
A7U-20U03U 1*8.0 7 +1 .1* 2.1* 35 1 .8 18.1* 38.1 22.8
A7U-205037 1*6.2 22 +U.3 2.2 38 1.7 18 .1 1*0.8 22.U
A7U-302012 51.2 1 +7.U 1.6 37 1.5 19.8 38.6 22.2
Cl 522 1*6.9 16 +3.1 1.5 36 1.5 18.1* 1*1 .1* 20.5
C1523 U9.0 5 +2.9 1.7 38 1.8 21.8 1*2.3 20.1*C152U 1*7-8 8 +1*. 1* 2.1* 36 1.9 19.5 1*1.3 20.1*
C1530 1*1*. 9 26 +1.7 1 .6 38 1.5 19.0 1*0.6 21.8
L69D100-16-2 1*8.7 6 +7.1 2.3 38 1.5 18.3 1*1.5 2 1.1*
L69D100-16-5 1*6.9 16 +U.3 2.5 1*0 1.7 18.0 1*2.3 22.0
L69U2325-1-1 U7 .6 9 +6.3 2.3 36 1.5 23.6 1*3.0 20.8
L70D9-U-5 1*6.7 19 +6.7 3.2 38 2 .1 16.7 1*1 .2 20.8
L71D52-1 1*6.8 18 +2.0 1.8 3U 1 .8 18.6 1*1.7 21.3
L73D-78 1*6.2 22 +3.2 3.0 1*0 2.2 17.6 39. U 22.2
L73D-195 1*9-9 2 +5.6 2.5 1*0 2.2 17.5 38.9 21.6
L73D-253 U7 .6 9 +2.5 1.8 31* 1.9 18.7 1*1.9 21.8L73D-261 1*3-2 35 +2.6 2.0 37 1.8 18.6 1*1 .1* 21.0
L73D-296 1*7.2 lU +5.9 1.9 36 1.7 16.6 39.0 22.1*
L73D-308 1*7.3 13 +1.7 2.0 39 1 5 16.8 1*3.1* 20.8
L73U-163 1*2 .1 36 +10.5 3.0 38 1.7 16.1* 1*2.1* 19.7
U1012U 1*1*. 6 28 4 6 .9 1.9 3^ 1 .1* 18.7 1*0.9 20.8
U10150 1*3.8 32 +1*.7 1.8 37 1.5 19.0 1*3.2 20.9
U10816 »*1*.0 31 +5-7 1.9 3U 1.8 18.6 1*2.1* 21.0
U10913 1*1*. 2 30 4-1*.2 2.0 37 1.8 19.0 1*3.0 20.6
PRELIMINARY TEST II, 1975 7S
N.J. Ont. Ohio Mich.
Strain Mean Adelphia Harrow Hoytville Dundee
10 Tests YIELD (bu/a)
Beeson *♦9.2 51.3 51. U U3.1 U*5.0Corsoy U3.5 1*0.1* U6.9 39.9 38.0
A7U-201026 U7.U 1*5.5 U9.5 39.7 U6.6A7U-202001 U6.1 39. »* U7.U U3.9 37-5
A7U-202019 U6.5 1*1*.3 U7.8 U6.1 U2.6
A7U-202036 U7.2 1*1.1* 52.2 50.0 Ul.6
A7U-203001 U7.5 1*8.9 U2.8 31.7 50.1A7U-203002 1*9.6 1*2.6 U8.2 U7.6 U8.3
A7U-203006 U5.I Ul.3 5U.9 U8.0 39.6
A7U-203012 UU. 6 1*3.9 U9.2 33.2 U9 U
A7U-20U012 1*1*. 8 39.1* U5.5 38.6 U2.1
A7U-20U023 U3.7 3U.5 U2.5 U9.U U5.8
A7U-20U033 1*6.3 36.9 53.2 U8.7 U5.1A7U-20U03U 1*8.0 1*7.1 51.9 U3.3 Uo.U
A7U-205037 U6.2 1*2.6 U2.2 U7.8 U3.1
A7U-302012 51.2 53-9 50.0 U6.6 53.5C1522 1*6.9 Ul.6 U8.0 UU.2 U0.5
C1523 1*9.0 50.7 U8.U 36.8 U9.UC152U 1*7.8 Ul.l U8.2 U7.6 U5 9
C1530 UU.9 UU.3 U6.0 U2.3 U3.9
L69D100-16-2 1*8.7 35.0 56.8 U8.1 UU.U
L69D100-16-5 1*6.9 U2.8 U7.3 U8.U U3.2
L69U2325-1-1 1*7.6 37.5 U9.U U8.1 U7.6
L70D9-U-5 1*6.7 39.5 U6.7 U8.2 Ul.8
L71D52-1 1*6.8 37.9 U2.7 U9.7 U5.7
L73D-78 1*6.2 38.0 39. u 50.2 U5.0
L73D-195 1*9.9 U3.7 51.8 U3.2 50.5
L73D-253 1*7.6 36.2 U7.0 50.3 U9.0L73D-261 1*3.2 31.8 U8.8 38.7 U7.7L73D-296 1*7.2 Uo.U U9.5 50.9 UU.U
L73D-308 1*7.3 U0.9 50.5 U6.8 ui.oL73U-163 1*2.1 36.7 U2.0 U3.3 37.9U1012U 1*1*.6 33.3 U9.8 UU.l UU.lU10150 1*3.8 U3.6 50.0 Uo.U 36.5U10816 1*1*.0 36.8 52.7 Ul.6 U6.7
U10913 1*1*. 2 35.6 U8.5 38.1 UU.3
C.V. «) 17.7 11 .1 10.0L.S.D. (5<) 1U.8 NS 10.2
Row Sp. ( in. ) 30 2U 32 28
Rows/Plot 3 u 3 UReps. 2 2 2 2
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Ind. Wise. 111. Iowa S.' Dakota Neb.Strain Lafayette Arlington Urbana Ames Sloan Centerville MeadI
YIELD bu/a) *
Beeson 5**.l 1*6.1* 62.3 68.1 62.1 30.1 1*0 .1Corsoy 1*1*.6 1*8.1 53.1 1*9.0 60.6 30.1* 1*1*. 8A7l*-201026 51.8 1*6.1* 53.9 63.3 6U.6 31*.9 1*2.3A7U-207001 53.9 38.9 57.5 65.7 67.1 31*.2 1*2.6A7U-202019 U9.3 1*6.7 58.3 59.0 62. U 32.9 37.9
A7**-202036 53.8 35.0 61.7 60.8 69.1 36.0 39.5A7**-203001 57.2 29.8 60.6 67.3 68.0 36.7 50.0A7U-203002 55.9 51.0 5^ .7 6 5.1 73.1 35.1 1*7.2A7U-203006 1*1*.6 1*7.7 39.2 62.7 65 - 6 30.9 1*1 8
A7**-203012 1*5.8 1*1*.8 1*0.3 55.0 6U.1 3*1.3 1*9 7
A7U-20U012 53.6 38.5 58.0 59.5 59.1 32.8 30 6
A7U-20U023 50.6 26.9 52.1 61*.6 6U.6 36.3 31*.6
A7^-20U033 53> 32.9 57.9 62.9 59.2 31.5 1*0.8
A7U-20U03U 56.2 Ul.3 56.6 61.6 65.7 37.3 1*3.8
A7**-205037 51.5 1*0.9 51.0 66.5 6U.7 35.8 1*1.0
A7U-302012 63.6 39.2 63.0 69.6 69.1 32.9 1*0.0
C1522 51.9 50.7 62.2 61.6 5U. 8 29.8 38.6
C1523 59. U 50.5 63.2 59.7 52.6 26.9 1*5.2
C152U 52.9 U3.U 61.9 6U .3 53.0 32.1 1*0.8
C1530 50.7 1*1.6 51.5 57.7 52.5 33.l» 37.8
L69D100-16-2 55. U 39.8 61.5 68.3 70.2 31*.0 1*3.1*L6 90100-16-5 50.8 1*3.1 57.7 60.9 62.1 36.3 38.3L69U2325-1-1 52.7 33.6 58.1 70.8 35.*i 1*2.5
L70D9-U-5 56.3 35.0 58.1* 65.O 65.1 35.9 1*0.3
L71D52-1 52.5 1*6.6 58.7 62.1* 30.8 1*1.1*
L73D-78 53.5 U3.2 57.0 62.5 65.U 35.2 37.8
L73D-195 59.6 1*2. U 65.8 63.8 65.I 36.3 1*1.6
L73D-253 55-7 36.2 58.5 61.6 37.3 1*3.8
L73D-26 50.2 37. U U9.U 59.9 1*8.9 32.7 35.6L73D-296 1*9.5 32.5 58.0 67.7 61*.0 31*.8 1*1*. 8
L73D-308 55.3 1*7.3 57.5 55.3 58.1 37.9 1*0.6
L73U-16 57.5 23.6 U5.7 6U.7 55> 32.3 37.1*U1012U U3.5 29.5 59.3 65.2 56.1* 33.1 1*3.8U10150 1*8.5 37.2 50.6 62.6 55.5 31.0 38.0
U10816 1*8.8 31.8 53.5 58.0 57.8 29.8 1*0.2
U10913 5**.9 1*0.8 55.0 60.3 5U.7 29.2 35.8
C.V. (<£) 9.5 17.2 9.1 7.U 5.2 8.2 7.6
L.S.D. (5H>) NS lU.O 10. 1* 9.1* 6.1* *1.5 6.3
Row Sp. (in.) 30 30 30 27 27 30 30
Rows/Plot 3 1 k 1* 1* 2 1*Reps. 2 2 2 2 2 3 2
* Not included in the Mean.
PULIMilf.A!Y TEST II, 1975 77 
!LL. Ont. Ohio Mich. ind . wiac. Ill. i'owa S,D. Heb. 
-- --Ar- Cen-
Adel- Hoyt- Dun- Laf'ay- ling- Ur- ter-
Strain Mean -phia Harr. Tille dee ette ton bana AJ!ea Sloan ville Mead I 
10 Teat• IDLD lilX * 
he a on 4 2 8 25 16 13 9 4 4 18 32 2~ 
C"raoy 34 20 27 29 33 34 4 28 36 20 '.U 5 
A74-201026 12 6 13 30 11 23 9 26 16 13 14 13 
A74-20200l 24 23 24 21 35 14 22 20 8 6 17 11 
A74-202019 20 7 23 18 25 30 7 14 31 17 21 ~o 
A74-202036 14 16 5 4 28 15 27 7 26 3 8 ?6 
A74-203001 11 4 31 36 3 5 33 9 6 5 4 l 
A74-203002 3 13 20 14 7 8 l 25 10 1 13 3 
A74-203oo6 25 17 2 12 32 34 5 36 18 8 2Q 14 
A74-203012 28 9 16 35 4 33 11 35 35 15 16 2 
A74-2o4012 27 23 30 32 26 16 23 16 30 21 2~ 25 
A74-2o4023 33 34 33 6 13 27 35 29 13 13 5 36 
A74-2o4033 21 28 3 7 15 18 30 18 17 22 '27 18 
A74-2o4034 7 5 6 22 :n 7 17 23 22 7 ~ 7 
A74-205037 22 13 34 13 24 24 18 31 7 12 10 17 
A74-302012 1 l 10 17 l 1 21 3 2 3 ?1 24 
Cl522 16 15 22 19 30 22 2 5 22 28 34 27 
Cl523 5 3 19 34 4 3 3 2 29 31 36 4 
c1524 8 18 20 14 12 19 12 6 14 30 26 18 
Cl530 26 7 29 26 22 26 16 30 33 32 19 31 
L6cm100-16-2 6 33 1 10 18 10 20 8 3 2 18 10 
L69Dl00-16-5 16 12 25 8 23 25 14 19 25 18 5 29 
L69U2325-l-l 9 27 15 10 9 20 29 15 1 11 12 
L70D9-iJ-5 19 22 28 9 27 6 27 13 11 10 9 21 
L71D52·1 18 26 32 5 14 21 8 11 21 30 16 
L7'.m-78 22 25 36 3 16 17 13 22 20 9 12 31 
L73D-l95 2 11 7 24 2 2 15 l 15 10 5 15 
L73D-253 9 31 26 2 6 9 26 12 22 2 7 
L73D·261 35 36 17 31 8 28 24 33 28 33 24 35 
L73D-296 14 20 13 l 18 29 31 16 5 16 15 5 
L73D-308 13 19 9 16 29 11 6 20 34 23 1 20 
L73U·163 36 30 35 22 34 4 36 34 12 27 2'5 33 
Ul0124 28 35 12 20 21 36 34 10 9 25 20 7 
Ul0150 32 10 10 28 36 32 25 32 19 26 28 28 
u10816 31 29 4 27 10 31 32 27 32 24 33 22 
Ul0913 30 32 18 33 20 12 19 24 27 29 ~5 34 
PRELIMINARY TEST II, 1979
Hii. Ont. Ohio Mich,. Ind. Wise. j r r r - 8.D. Neb.
Ar- Cen-
Adel- Hoyt- Dun­ Lafay- llng- Ur- ter-
Strain Mean phi a Harr. rille dee ette ton bana Ames Sloan rilla Mead I
10 Tests MATURITY (relative date) *
Beason +5.1 +1* +7 +3 +5 +6 +2 ♦8 ♦10 +3 +3Corsoy 9-17.6 9-15 9-20 9-28 9-18 9-U 10-3 9-3 9-9 10-2 9-lUA7U-201026 +3*6 +1 +6 -1 +2 *6 0 ♦8 +9 +3 ♦2
A7U-202001 +3.1 +2 +8 -2 +3 ♦6 0 ♦5 +7 +2 0
A7*»-202019 +1.3 -2 -2 +2 +2 +3 -1 ♦3 +9 +1 -2
A7U-202036 +U.7 +2 +8 +2 +5 +8 0 ♦10 +7 ♦3 +2
A7U-203001 +U.7 +2 +U +2 +3 4k ♦2 +9 +11 +U +fi
A7*»-203002 +3.*» +3 +U -1 +1 +u +1 +7 +9 ♦2 ♦U
A7U-203006 +3.5 ♦3 ♦6 -1 0 +6 -2 +7 +9 +3 ♦u
A71+-203012 +2.5 0 +U +3 -1 +3 0 ♦5 +J» ♦1 +6
A7U-20U012 +6.H ♦8 +7 +9 +5 +13 ♦2 ♦5 +11 +U ♦6
A7U-20U023 +5.7 +5 +8 -2 +1* +9 ♦2 +10 +12 ♦u +5
A7*»-20U033 +1.U -3 -1 -2 +1 +2 •1 +12 +5 +1 0
A7I4-20U03U +1.1* +1 +2 -1 0 +2 -2 4k +7 +2 -1
A71*-205037 +U.3 +1 +10 -1 +3 +U +2 +9 +9 +U +2
A7U-302012 ♦7> +U +9 +3 +5 ♦10 +1 +11 +16 +7 ♦8
C1522 +3.1 -2 +U +1 +3 +8 -2 ♦6 +7 +2 + h
C1523 ♦2.9 +1 +5 0 +3 +5 -1 ♦7 +5 ♦3 +1
C152U +U.U -1 +8 ♦2 +3 + U +2 ♦6 +11 ♦U +5
C1530 ♦1.7 -1 +5 0 +1 +2 0 +5 +3 +2 0
L69D100-16-2 +7.1 +5 +15 +1 +5 40 +3 +11 +15 ♦3 +5
L69D100-16-5 +U.3 +2 +8 +1 +2 ♦3 ♦2 +7 +11 +3 +U
L6902325-1-1 ♦6.3 +1 ♦10 +1 +5 +8 +2 +12 +15 + U +5
L70D9-H-5 ♦6.7 ♦6 +12 +2 +5 +10 +2 +10 +11 +U +5
L71D52-1 ♦2.0 -U +1 +2 0 +3 -2 +6 +8 +u ♦2
L73D-78 +3.2 -2 +2 +3 +1 +6 +2 46 +7 +2 +5
L73D-195 ♦5.6 ♦U +10 -1 +3 +8 +2 +9 +13 +U ♦*»
L73D-253 +2.5 -U 0 -2 +2 +U 0 +5 +11 ♦3a ♦6
L73D-261 +2.6 -1 +U -2 +2 +3 0 +5 +9 ♦H +2
L73D-296 +5.9 +3 +9 +3 +3 +8 ♦2 +10 +13 +3 +5
L73D-308 +1.7 -2 +U 0 ♦2 ♦3 0 +5 +3 ♦2 0 . A
L73U-163 ♦10.5 +9 +16 0 +5 +19 +3 ♦17 +21 +7a  1 . +8
U1012U +6.9 0 +13 +3 +5 ♦9 +2 ♦13 +13 +7
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5-19 5-29 5-28~“5-19 5=52" 5-7 5-2* 5-flT" 5-UE* ’ 5-JL9 5-21 5-lb
UNIFORM TEST III, 1975
8train Parentage Previous
___________________________________________________ Tasting » Llne
1. Calland C1523 (Blackhawk x Harosoy) x Kent 8 p.
2. Williams Wayne x L57-0031* (Clark x Adams) 
Williams^ x SL11 (Wayne-Rpm Rps)
6 F<3. L21 - F.
k. Woodworth Wayne x L57-003** (Clkrk x Adams) 5 F.
5. A73-311* Amsoy x [Provar x (Magna x Disoy)} PHI f!
6. A73-12013 L66L-IUH (Wayne x L57-003*0 * Dunn piii Fl7. A73-23066 IVR ExUU20 x Md66-1258 (2nd cycle I
interraates) PIII 99
8. L69U19-16-2 LI5 (Wayne-Rps) x Beeson PIII F,
9- L69U37-17-5 Calland x Corsoy PHI ft
10. L69Ul*0-19-l " x Amsoy PIII n
1 1. L69U72-3-1* Cutler x A100 PIII 91
12. L70D6-11-5 L63-1212 (Harosoy-In) x C1U26
7C1253 x Kent) PIII 99
13. L70T-5U30 L15 (Wayne-Rps) x Amsoy 71 1 99
* Number of years in test or name of 1974 test.
The 6-year Central mean shoes that Woodworth and Williams are similar in 
yield and superior to Callahd. Woodworth is 3*6 days earlier than Williams, 
and in other characteristics these two varieties are very similar.
In the 2-year Central mean, L70T-5**3G matures U days earlier than Wood- 
worth but is 1 bushel lower yielding.
In the 1975 Central mean, none of the strains yield more than Williams, 
the highest yielding check variety. The 3 A strains which are 6-7 days 
earlier than Woodworth may really belong in Uniform Test II, the strain 
L21 (BC Williams with resistance to downy mildew.and phytophthora) yields 
the same as Williams but matures 2 days later. The strain L69UUo-19-l is 
phytophthora root rot resistant and where phytophthora was a factor it 
was noticeably superior in yield and matures 3 days earlier than Williams.
The 2-year and 3-year East Coast means show Williams with a yield advantage 
of 2 bushels over the other check varieties and the strain L70T-5U3G.
The 1975 East Coast mean results show no entries with any distinct advantage 
over the check varieties.
8o UNIFORM TEST III, 1975 
Disease Data
BB BP BS DM FEo BSR PSB PS SMV PRUrb Urb Laf Sull Laf Laf Ames Laf Laf Laf Laf Ames Vickery
Strain IL IL IN IN IN IN Iowa IN IN IN IN IA OH
n n ^ n
n a n n a stem plants H a 1seed a a n
Calland 3 3 U 3 U 70 7*» 100 32 5 5E R H 3.5Williams 1 1 3 U 3 70 57 88 4>k 5 Ue S S 3-5L21 1 2 2 2 U 90 57 95 35 5 Ue R R U.oWoodworth 1 1 3 5 U 90 65 90 36 5 Ue S S 3.5
A73-31U 1 3 3 U 5 80 67 75 U7 5 Ue S S 5.0
A73-12013 1 2 3 U 3 100 70 100 52 5 5E S S U.5
A73-23066 1 3 U U U 50 73 100 59 5 5E S s U.oL69U19-16-2 1 1 U 3 1 100 66 95 20 5 3M R R U.5
L69U37-17-5 1 U U U 5 100 73 100 51 5 3M S S U.O
L69UU0-19-1 1 U 5 3 U 90 65 100 Ul 5 5S R H 2.5
L69U72-3-U 1 3 2 U 5 100 71 100 28 U Ue S S U.o
L70D6-11-5 2 U 3 U 5 70 70 100 U5 5 5E R R U.o
L70T-5U30 2 1 U 5 5 70 72 100 U7 5 Ue R R U.O
Descriptive and Other Data
Chlorosis Fluor- Shattering
Descriptive Crkstn. Lamb. Ames escent Hypo- Perox- Man. Lubb.
Strain Code Minn. Minn. Iowa Light cotyl ldaae Kan. Tex
Calland FTNBr DYB1 1.0 1.5 U L 1 L U 3
Williams WTNTn SYB1 1.0 2.0 U L U H 2 2
L21 WTNTn SYB1 1.0 2.0 5 L U H 2 2
Woodworth WTNTn DYB1 1.0 1.5 U L * L U 2
A73-31U PGNBr SYBf+Y 1.0 1.0 3 L 5 H 5 5
A73-12013 PG+TNBr DTB1 1.0 1.0 U L 1 L 5 5
A73-23066 PGNTn DYY 1.0 2.0 U L U H 2 2
L69U19-16-B WGNBr SYBf 1.0 3.5 U L 2 L 2 U
L69U37-17-5 PGNBr DYBf 1.0 1.5 5 E 1 H 3 2
L69UU0-19-1 PTNTn DYG 2.0 2.5 5 L U H U 2
L69U72-3-U PTNBr SYB1 1.0 1.0 U L 5 L 2 2
L70D6-11-5 PGNTn SYBf 1.0 2.0 3 L 3 H 5 UL70T-5U3G WGNBr SYBf 1 5 2.5 U L 1 L 5 2
UNIFORM TEST III, 1975 
Regional Summary
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Matu­ Lodg­ Seed Seed Seed Como.
Strain Yield Rank rity ing Height Qual. Site Protein Oil
1975. CENTRAL
No. of Tests 23 23 19 22 23 21 20 12 12
Calland U7 .6 5 +0.5 1.8 38 2.2 18.1 39.9 20.6Williams U9.6 1 +U.U 1-5 36 1.5 17.5 U0.9 21 8L21 U9.2 2 46.5 2.0 Uo 1.7 18.9 Ul.6 21.2
Woodworth U7.U 6 9-22.0+ 1.7 36 1.8 15.7 Uo. 2 21.9
A73-31U 39.0 13 -5-8 l.U 32 2.7 19.5 39.6 22.6A73-18013 U3.2 10 -6.1 1.6 33 2.0 17.1 39.9 22 UA73-23066 U2.9 12 -6.7 2.1 33 2.2 16. U 39 7 21.8L69U19-16-2 U7.U 6 +3.1 1.5 36 2.U 19.0 U0.7 21.1
L69U37-17-5 U8.0 3 +1.6 2.1 37 2.7 18.2 39.6 21 UL69UU0-19-1 U7.9 U +1 .1 1.8 Uo 2.3 18.1 Uo.3 20.8L69U72-3-U U6.5 8 +0.7 1.7 35 1.9 18.7 Ul.l 21 U
L70D6-11-5 U3.0 11 -U.o 1.3 35 2.2 19.0 Uo.9 21.8L70T-5U3G UU.l 9 -5.1 2.0 38 2.U 18. U Uo.2 22.6
f 128 days after planting
W7U-75, 2-YEAR MEAN. CENTRAL
No. of Tests U6 46 39 U6 U7 uu Ul 25
Calland U2.8 3 +1.8 2.0 36 2.1 18.2 Uo.U 20.0
Williams UU.6 1 +U.2 1.6 36 1.6 17.5 Ul.l 20.9Woodworth s/,? U3.6 2 9-26.8+ 1.8 35 1.8 15.8 U0.3 21.2L70T-5U3G U2.3 U -U.o 2.2 37 2.2 18. U U0.2 21.8
t 126 days after planting
1970-75, 6-year mean. CENTRAL
No. of Tests 132 132 112 128 _ 131 126 112 75 75
Calland uu.u 3 +1.7 2.1 Uo 2.2 17.8 U0.1 20.8Williams U6.2 1 +3.6 1.8 39 1.8 17.5 U0.7 22.0Woodworth U5.8 2 9-24.3+ 1.8 38 1.9 15.U 39.9 22.0
+ 12U days after planting
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No. of Tests 5 ? 5 ? 5 ? H 2 2
Calland U9.2 6 +2.2 3.0 H2 2.8 20.6 H2.5 18.8
Williams 51.6 1 +3.H 2.5 39 2.2 20.2 Hi. 6 21.0
L21 51.0 2 +6.2 2.8 H3 2.H 21.7 H2.5 19.7
Woodworth H6.H 8 9-2H.H+ 2.6 39 2.6 18.0 H2.2 20. H
A73-31H U3.8 12 -H.O 2.3 36 3.0 21.5 Ho. 6 21.3
A73-12013 U5.3 9 -3.*» 2.8 38 2.9 19.6 H1.0 21. HA73-23066 Hi. 2 13 -3.0 3.2 37 2.9 18.6 Hi. 5 20.3L69U19-16-2 H9.H 5 +2.6 2.U Hi 3.1 20.2 Hi. 8 19.7
L69U37-17-5 U9.5 H +3.0 3-2 Hi 3.2 19.3 H0.6 20.0
L69UU0-19-1 50.2 3 +2.8 3.0 H3 2.7 20.0 H1.0 20. H
L69U72-3-H HH.H 11 +2.H 2.5 38 2.3 20.6 Hi. 8 20.0
L70D6-11-5 H5.1 10 -2.6 2.2 Hi 3.1 21.2 H2.2 20.2L70T-51*3G U7.I 7 -H.O 2.8 H3 3.1 20. H HO. 5 22.1
+116 days after planting
197H-75. 2-YEAR MEAN. EAST COAST
No. of Tests 9 9 8 9 ? 9 8 H H
Calland H7.6 H +1.9 2.8 Ho 2.7 21.1 U2.6 19.2
Williams 50.2 1 +2.5 2.2 38 2.1 20.9 H2.3 21.3Woodworth H8.5 2 9-27.6+ 2.H 37 2.6 18. H U2.0 20.5
L70T-5H3G H8.H 3 -2.H 2.6 Hi 2.9 21. H Hi. 3 22.2
+ 119 days after planting
1973-75, 3-YEAE MEAN. EAST COAST
No. of Tests lH lH 13 lH lH lH 13 6 6
Calland H5.9 3 +1.7 2.6 39 2.7 19.5 H2.1 19.7Williams H8.0 1 +2.5 2.0 37 2.1 19.5 H2.H 21. HWoodworth H6.7 2 9-26.0+ 2.1 37 2.H 17.1 Hi. 5 20.9
t 115 days after planting
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East Pa. NJ Del. Maryland Central OhioCoast Landis-Adel-George-Clarks-Queens- lioyis*• Woo­ Colum­
Strain Mean rille phla town I vi lie town Mean ville ster bus
5 Tests 1975 YIELD (hu/a) 23 Tests 1975 YTELD(bu/a)
Calland U9.2 51.8 U3.7 51.3 59.6 39.5 U7.6 58.9 29.8 36.5Williams 51.6 55.U U2.8 55.1 56.3 U8.6 U9.6 62. U 27.3 37.1L21 51.0 *♦9.7 Ul.6 57.6 60.0 U6.0 U9.2 53.3 30.5 39.8Woodworth U6.U 1»9.8 36.7 5U.3 50.6 U0.6 U7.U 55.2 38.7 27.1
A73-31U U3.8 50.9 U0.6 32.6 51.3 U3.6 39.0 U6.0 2U.3 23-7
A73-12013 U5-3 U8.5 39.5 U7.2 51. u Uo.l U3.2 53.3 26.3 26.7A73-23066 Ul.2 53. U 33.u 3U.0 U9.0 36. U U2.9 38.9 18.0 30.8L69U19-16-2 U9.U 55.5 37.8 53. u 52.0 U8.U U7.U 51.0 26.3 23-2
L69U37-17-5 U9.5 5U.U UU.2 U7.U 55.8 U5.7 U8.0 U5.3 22. U 3U.0L69UUO-19-1 50.2 U6.3 UU.O 56.0 57.2 U7.3 U7.9 U5.6 29.1 26.8L69U72-3-U UU.U U7.6 Ul.2 50.0 UU.8 38.5 U6.5 57.9 27.3 27.7L70D6-11-5 U5-1 U6.1 38.9 U6.1 5U.0 U0.6 U3.0 UU.7 19.6 25.6
L70T-5^30 U7 .I 50.6 Uo.o U6.lt 53.3 U5.2 UU.l 39.2 32.9 25.0
c.v. (*) 8.9 13.9 1U.2 6.2 6.7
L.S.D. (5i) 6.3 10.7 9.2 5.6 U.9Row ep. (in.) 30 30 30 30 30 32 32 28
Rows/Plot 3 3 3 U U 3 3 3Reps. U it 3 3 3 U U U
YIELD RANK YIELD RANK
Calland 6 5 3 6 2 11 5 2 u 3
Williams 1 2 it 3 U 1 1 1 6 2
L21 2 9 5 1 1 U 2 5 3 1Woodworth 8 8 12 U 11 9 6 U 1 7
A73-31U 12 6 7 13 10 7 13 8 10 12
A73-12013 9 10 9 9 9 10 10 5 8 9A73-23066 13 U 13 12 12 13 12 13 13 5L69U19-16-2 5 1 11 5 8 2 6 7 8 13
L69U37-17-5 U 3 1 8 5 5 3 10 11 U
L69UU0-19-1 3 12 2 2 3 3 it 9 5 8L69U72-3-U 11 11 6 7 13 12 8 3 6 6
L70D6-11-5 10 13 10 11 6 8 11 11 12 10
L70T-5U3G 7 7 8 10 7 6 9 12 2 1128 Tests 1970-75, 6-YEAR MEAN YIELD 1970-75. 6-YEAR MEAN YIELD
73-75*
Calland UU.O U7.7 39.2 UU.U 31.6 35.9 U6.2
Williams UU.8 U8.2 39.U U6.2 36.5 35-7 U7 .UWoodworth U2 .7 U8.1 36.2 U5.7 33.2 U0.5 U1.8YIELD RANK YIELD RANKCalland 2 3 2 3 3 2 2Williams 1 1 1 1 1 3 1Woodworth 3 2 . 3 2 2 1 3* Not included in the mean
UNIFORM TE8T III, 1975
Indiana Ky. fillnois
Bluff-Lafay-Green- Sulll- Evans- Hander- Ur- Browns-































































































































C.V. (%) 13.2 V.k 0.4 155 it.o 13.6 6.1 5.4 9.5L.S.D. (5*) 11.2 4.2 6.6 7.9 18.8 9.9 5.8 4.2 8.7Row ap. (in.) 30 30 30 30 30 26 30 36 30Rows/Plot 3 3 3 3 3 3 4 4 4Reps. 3 3 3 3 3 4 3 3 2
YIELD RANK
Calland 4 6 6 6 11 1 5 12 13Williams 8 3 7 3 3 1 6 3 11L21 3 6 2 1 8 7 10 2 3Woodworth 9 5 10 k 5 12 9 6 9
A73-314 13 8 11 13 12 13 13 13 5A73-12013 12 10 13 9 7 5 3 7 10A73-23066 11 12 9 10 13 9 11 5 2L69U19-16-2 6 4 5 7 6 4 1 4 4
L69U37-17-5 7 2 4 8 4 6 12 1 8L69UU0-19-1 1 1 1 5 2 3 2 10 11L69U72-3-U 2 11 8 2 1 9 7 11 6
L70D6-11-5 10 9 12 11 10 8 8 8 1L70T-51»3G 5 13 3 11 9 9 4 9 6
Calland 50.5 46.3
1970-75. 6-YEAR MEAN YIELD
« X  ... W.8 55.U 51.4 43.4
Williams 50.0 50.6 Ul.7 49.6 54.3 53.6 49.0Woodworth 50.0 51.0 ^1-3 45.1 51.7 53-9 47.4
YIELD RANK
Calland 1 3 1 3 1 3 3Williams 2 2 2 1 2 2 1Woodworth 2 1 3 2 3 1 2
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Illinois Iova Missouri SD. Neb. Kansas
Belle­ Eldo­ Carbon* Ottura- Apple­ Elk Mead Manhat* 1•
ville rado dale Stuart va Edina ton PointI I tan I tan
58.5 U7 .6 55.7 50.8
1975 YIELD (bu/a) 
U9.6 UP.9 36.9 31 1 Ul.U 7U.8 31 9
57.1 55.3 58.2 52.9 50.0 UU.U 36.1 30.0 U3.U 75.2 32.9
81.3 60.6 56.9 52.8 U8.2 U3.9 37-7 28.7 UU.6 70.6 32.3
60.3 U7.1 59.5 52.3 UU.O 39.5 3U.U 3U.6 U6.1 71.6 28.1
59-6 37.9 55.5 U9.9 29.0 35.0 22. U 38.0 U6.5 72.1 9.155.6 36.U 57.3 U9.5 U3.U 30.6 20.9 38. u U6.0 69.8 18.959.8 U2.5 57. U 50.7 36.6 35.2 2U.3 U5.5 U9.8 69.5 252
60.7 U9.0 58.2 51.7 U6.2 36. U 35.5 28. u U6.5 68.2 29.5
67.2 5U.U 59-0 50.9 U2.5 Ui.U 31.0 37.2 U7.9 73.9 30.7
62.6 UU.7 5U.U 51.2 UU.8 38.7 33-0 28.6 Ul.l 73.9 32.0
56.0 50.6 5U.6 U9.8 U3.8 U3.2 27.5 31.5 U0.9 61. U 31.257. U U2.5 55.9 »»5.3 32.0 33.8 23.2 37.3 U8.1 70.5 27.5
50.9 3U.0 52.2 50.5 Ul.6 32.1 26.0 U0.6 51.3 71.9 29-8
7.0 7.1 8. 5 9.1* 9.0 9.0 8.0 8.3 t.6 9-17.0 5.5 U.5 5.8 5.6 U.7 U.6 5.0 5-5 U.230 30 30 27 27 30 30 30 30 30 30U U 14 U U 2 2 2 U U U
3 3 3 1+ U u u U 3 3 3
YIELD RANK
8 6 9 7 2 u 2 9 11 2 U
10 2 3 1 1 1 3 10 10 1 1
3 1 7 2 3 2 1 11 9 8 2
5 7 1 3 6 6 5 7 7 7 9
7 11 10 10 13 10 11 U 5 5 13
12 12 6 12 8 13 12 3 8 10 12
6 9 5 8 11 9 10 1 2 11 11U 5 U U U 8 U 13 5 12 8
1 3 2 6 9 5 7 6 U 3 6
2 8 12 5 5 7 6 12 12 3 3
11 11 11 7 3 8 8 13 13 5
9 9 8 13 12 11 11 5 3 9 10
13 13 13 9 10 12 9 2 1 6 7
1970-75. 8-YEAR MEAN YIELD
U9.8 U8.7 U3-7 39.1 U5.7 32. U U3.5 65.8 38.2
52.2 51.1 U6.3 Ul.8 U8.6 30.2 U2.3 66.2 U0.7
52.0 U6.U U2.5 U2.1 U7.8 35.5 U6.0 65.8 38.3
YIELD RANK
3 3 2 3 3 2 2 2 3
1 2 1 2 1 3 3 1 1
2 1 3 1 2 1 1 2 2
iII
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East Pa. N.J. Del. Maryland 1 Central Ohio
Coast Landis-Adel-0eorge-Clarka-Queens] Hoyts- Woo­ Colum­
-train Mean ville phia town I ville town 1 Mean ville ster bus
5 Tests MATURITY (relative date) 19 Test MATURITY
(relative date)
Calland +2.2 +1 0 +U +6 0 +0.5 +3 -1
Williams +3-1* +2 +2 +7 +3 +3 +U.U +U +U -2
L21 +6.2 ♦5 +5 +12 +6 +3 +6.5 +7 +6 -1
Woodworth+ 9-2U.U 10-2 9-27 9-15 10-3 9-15 9-22.0 10-3 9-2U 10-U
A73-31J» -U.0 -5 -9 0 0 -6 -5.8 -2 -1 ♦1
A73-12013 -3.U -5 -6 +1 -3 -U -6.1 -2 -1 -U
A73-23066 -3.0 -3 -6 0 -1 -5 -6.7 -2 -1 -3
L69U19-16-2 +2.6 +U -1 +7 +2 ♦1 +3.1 +2 ♦3 *2
L69U37-17-5 +3.0 +U +1 +7 +5 -2 +1.6 +3 +6 -3
L69UU0-19-1 +2.8 +2 +2 +U +6 0 +1.1 +3 +1 +1
L69U72-3-^ +2.U +1 -1 +6 +6 0 +0.7 +1 +1 +1
L70D6-11-5 -2.6 -3 -5 0 +1 •6 -U.O +3 +2 -1
L70T-5U3G -U.0 -3 -9 0 -2 -6 -5.1 0 -1 0
Beeson (II) -10 -12 -U -7 +5 -9
Cutler 71 (IV) +5 +7 +11 +3 +16
Date plntd. 5-31 5-29 5-29. 5-27 6-11 5-27 5-17 5-19 5-lk 5-15
tDya. to mat. 116 126 121 111 llU 111 128 137 133 1U2
5 Teats LODGING (score 22 Tests LODGING 1m s n m
Calland 3.0 2.8 3.0 3.0 2.8 3.5 1.8 2.0 1.5 1 .0
Williams 2.5 1.9 3.1 2.0 2.7 2.8 1.5 1.5 1.0 1 .0
L21 2.8 2.2 3-1 2.3 3.0 3.2 2.0 2.7 1.5 1.0
Woodworth 2.6 2.5 3.3 2.2 2.2 2.8 1.7 2.5 1.0 1.0
A73-311* 2.3 2.0 3.6 1.7 1.5 2.8 l.U 1.5 1.0 1 .0
A73-12013 2.8 2.6 3.U 2.5 2.2 3.3 1.6 1.0 1.0 1.0
A73-23066 3.2 3.5 3.8 2.7 2.5 3.7 2.1 2.0 1.0 1.0
L69U19-16-2 2.U 1.8 3.3 2.0 2.0 3.0 1.5 1.5 1.0 1 .0
L69U37-17-5 3.2 3.U 3.3 2.3 3.3 3.7 2.1 3.0 1.0 1 0
L6guUo-i9- i 3.0 2.9 3.5 2.5 2.8 3.5 1.8 2.0 1.0 1 .0L69U72-3-U 2.5 2.5 2.8 2.0 2.2 3.0 1.7 2.5 1.5 1 .0
L70D6-11-5 2.2 2.1 2.5 2.3 1.5 2.5 1.3 1.0 1.0 1 .0
L70T-5^3G 2.8 3.0 2.8 2.3 2.5 3.3 2.0 1.5 1.5 1.0





















+1 -1 +5 -1 -1 -1* -1 -6 -1 -1
0 ♦5 +7 +5 +5 +1* +10 +2 +1* +1*
+8 +8 +8 +5 +6 +1* +13 +10 +8 +1210-1 9-17 9-20 9-2U 9-11 9-27 9-8 9-10 9-17 9-8
-11 -6 -3 -13 -6 ”lH -0 -10 -6 -11
-7 -7 -5 -11 -7 -9 -7 -9 -8 -11-6 -6 -8 -17 -8 -lU -8 -9 -7 -9+1* +7 +7 +2 +6 +1 +5 -3 +2 +1
+5 +2 +7 >5 +6 -6 +3 -5 +1 00 0 +5 -1 0 -1* -1 -3 +1 -1+2 -3 +5 -2 -2 -2 +2 -3 -3 -2
♦7 -2 +1 -15 -3 -11 -6 -12 -7 -8+1* -5 -1* -20 -6 -12 -7 -8 -3 -12
-3 -7 -7 -15 -12 -13 -13 -16+12 +7 +13 +16 +9 +7 +8
5-13 5-7 5-21 5-19 5-20 5-16 5-16 5-21 5-20 5-18lUl 133 122 128 111* 13U 115 112 120 113LODGING (score)
2.0 2.0 1.2 1.2 3.3 2.9 2.6 1.9 2.0 1.8 2.11.0 2.0 1.0 1.2 2.7 2.1* 1.8 1.1* 1.5 1.1* 1.6
1.7 2.5 1.3 1.5 3.8 3.9 3.1 2.3 1.9 1.7 2.U
1.7 1.8 1.2 1.2 2.8 2.8 2.7 1.6 1.6 1.6 1.7
1.0 1.5 1.0 1.0 3-3 3-0 1.5 1.0 1.1 1.3 1.2
1.5 1.7 1.0 1.0 3-3 2.5 2.8 1.5 l.U 1.5 1.3
1.5 1.8 1.2 1.0 U.2 U.8 3.1 2.0 2.3 2.3 2.01.2 1.7 1.0 1.0 3-5 2.6 2.0 1.6 1.3 1.6 2.0
2.0 2.0 1.2 1.0 3.8 3.9 3.2 2.6 3.0 1.7 2.1
1.5 2.7 1.0 1.2 3-7 3.3 2.U 1.9 2.0 1.7 1 7
1.5 1.7 1.3 1.0 3.2 2.8 1.9 1.8 1.1* 1.5 1.91.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 3.0 2.8 2.5 1.2 1.2 1.1 1.2
2.7 2.2 1.2 1.0 3.5 3.3 2.9 2.3 2.8 1.8 1.9
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III. ft** Missouri 8.P. Neb. Kansas ~
Carbon- Apfcle- Rib Meed Manhat- P^ what-
Ptrain dale Stuart Ottunnra Edina ton FointI I tenl tan
MATURITY (relative data)
Calland +U +2 * * * 4-3 +3 41 0
Williams 4-8 4-5 +6 . +6 4U 4?
L21 +9 +6 +6 46 +u 41
Woodworth -f 9-19 9-29 10-8 9-28 9-20 9-20
A73-31U +3 4-1 -3 -2 -10 -10
A73-12013 -h -3 -5 -3 -6 -6A73-23066 +1 -U -5 -U -10 -8
L69U19-16-2 +6 4-3 4-2 +5 45 43
L69U37-17-5 ♦7 +3 4-1 4-2 42 41
L69UU0-19-1 ♦6 4-U ♦6 46 41 -U
L69U72-3-U 4-3 +1 4-U 43 45 4?
L70D6-11-5 +3 -1 -5 -3 -8 -10
L70T-5U30 0 -1 -3 -U -6 -8
Beeson (il) -1 -3 -7 -18
Cutler 71 (IV) 4-9 +6 48 412 47
Date planted 6-u 5-17 5- t 5 5-23 5-15 “ 5=13r j-ih T 3T '"5-1 5 ' '
+Dya. to maturity 107 135 1U9 13? 137 128
LODGING (score)
Calland 3.0 1.5 l.U 1 .3 1.6 1 .3 2 .1 1.0Williams 3.0 1.3 1.2 1.1 1.1 1 .3 2.3 1.0
L21 3.0 1.5 l.U 1 .3 1.2 1 .3 2.8 1.0Woodworth 3.0 1.5 1.2 1.1 1.6 1.2 2.3 1.0
A73-31U 1.0 1.3 1.2 1.2 1.0 1.0 2.3 1.0
A73-12013 3.0 l.U 1.3 1.2 1.2 1.0 2.3 1 0A73-23066 U.o 1.7 l.U 1.3 1.1 1.0 3.7 1.0
L69U19-16-2 2.0 l.U 1.2 1.2 1.3 1.0 1 .8 1 .0
L69U37-17-5 3.0 1.6 l.U 1.8 1.3 1.2 2.5 1 .0
L69UUO-19-1 2.0 1.6 1.3 1.3 1.3 1.8 2.3 1.0L69U72-3-U 2.0 1.8 l.U 1.3 1.6 1.1 1.7 1 .0
L70D6-11-5 1.0 1.2 1.0 1.2 1.1 1.0 1.3 1 .0L70T-5U3G 2.0 1.6 1 .3 1.8 l.U 1.0 3.U 1 .0
UNIFORM TJCRT III, 1975
East Pa. NJ Del. Maryland ceiit'rWi OM.
Coast Landia-Adel-GaorRe-Clarka-Q.ueene- Hoyts- Woo­ CoiumStrain Mean ville phla town I ville town Mean ville ster bus
5 Tests PLANT HEIGHT (inchea) 23 Tests PLANT HEIGHT
inches
Calland U2 U3 U3 39 Uo U3 38 33 32 28Williams 39 37 U2 38 36 UU 36 33 26 22L21 U3 UU U3 U2 Uo U8 Uo 39 30 27Woodworth 39 Uo Uo 37 36 U2 36 37 27 23
A73-31U 36 37 39 32 30 U2 32 35 2U 22
A73-12013 38 Uo 39 35 3U UO 33 30 25 27A73-23066 37 39 U2 33 3U 38 33 3U 26 23L69U19-16-2 Ul Ul U6 38 35 U5 36 36 27 21
L69U37-17-5 Ul U3 U3 37 39 UU 37 38 30 2UI,69UUo-19-l *»3 U2 U6 Ul 38 U6 Uo Uo 29 29
L69U72-3-U 38 37 Uo 36 3U Ul 35 36 28 30L70D6-11-5 Ul UU Ul 38 38 U3 35 36 29 25
L70T-5U30 U3 U8 U5 39 39 U2 38 38 31 28
5 Tests SEED QUALITY (acore> 21 Tests SEED QUALlTT(score)Calland 2.8 3.1 2.8 2.8 2.2 3-3 2.2 1.0 1.7 1.0
Williams 2.2 2.3 2.0 2.3 2.3 2.0 1 .5 1.0 1.2 1.0L21 2.U 2.6 2.3 2.5 2.7 2.0 1.7 1 .5 1.7 1.0Woodworth 2.6 2.8 2.3 3.3 2.7 2.0 1.8 1.2 2.0 1.0
A73-31U 3.0 2.8 2.0 3.5 3-2 3.5 2.7 1.5 2.2 1.3
A73-12013 2.9 2.6 2.0 3-3 3.0 3.5 2.0 1.0 1.7 1.0
A73-23066 2.9 2.5 2.0 3.5 2.8 3.5 2.2 1.7 2.5 1.0
L69U19-16-2 3.1 3.6 2.8 3.0 2.5 3.5 2.U 1.2 2.0 1.0
L69U37-17-5 3.2 3.9 2.0 3.3 3.2 3.5 2.7 1.2 3.0 1.0
L69UU0-19-1 2.7 2.8 2.3 2.5 2.7 3.0 2.3 1.0 2.2 1.0
L69U72-3-1* 2.3 2.U 1.8 2.3 2.5 2.5 1.9 1.0 1.5 1.0
L70D6-11-5 3.1 3-2 2.5 2.8 3.2 U.O 2.2 1.2 3.2 1.0
L7OT-5U30 3.1 2.5 3# 7 U.O 2.U 1.5 2.5 1.3U Tests Seed Bm (r/100) 20 Tests SEED SIZE(r/100)
Calland 20.6 20.6 20.9 21.7 19.2 18 .1 23.3 21.6 20.5Williams 20.2 20.3 22.7 19.9 18.0 17.5 20.5 20.8 18.7L21 21.7 20.8 2U.U 22. u 19.3 18.9 20.5 21.6 20.1Woodworth 18.0 18.1 19.3 17.9 16.5 15.7 18.8 17. U 17.9
A73-31U 21.5 19.0 23.9 23.1 20.1 19.5 22.0 23-3 19.2A73-12013 19.6 18.9 21.3 19.8 18. U 17.1 21.3 2U.0 18.3A73-23066 18.6 17.7 19.9 19.2 17.5 16.U 20.8 19. u 17.0L69U19-16-2 20.2 20.5 21.6 19.8 19.1 19.0 21.6 21.U 20.2
L69U37-17-5 19.3 18.8 18.9 20.7 18.7 18.2 22.9 22.7 18.6L69UU0-19-I 20.0 18.6 21.6 20.1 19.7 18.1 22.0 20.8 19.7L69U72-3-U 20.6 20. U 22.7 20.5 18.7 18.7 21.0 21.6 19.8
L70D6-11-5 21.2 20.6 22.5 21.5 20.0 19.0 23.9 22.6 18,3L70T-5U3G 20. U 22.5 21.0 19.1 18. U 2**-3 20. U 21.3

















Ct llani 35 38
PLANT HEIGHT (inches)
t t  $  hi u3 U3 U3 Ul
Williams 33 37 35 28 U2 UU U9 U5 UlL21 36 UU 3? 32 uu U3 53 U8 UUWoodworth 32 38 3U 28 uo 38 U3 U2 38
A73-31U 20 36 32 22 3U 36 Uo 3U 35
A73-12013 27 36 33 25 39 Uo Ul Ul 36A73-23066 26 36 32 21 36 37 39 Uo 36L69U19-16-2 3U Uo 35 2U Ul Ul U8 UU UU
L69U37-17-5 3U 38 36 21 U3 U7 U2 U3 U2
L69UUO-19-1 36 U2 38 28 U2 U7 UU U9 U8L69U72-3-U 33 39 3U 29 Uo 38 U3 38 38
L70D6-11-5 33 39 3U 22 39 Uo UU UU 39L70T-5U3G 38 Ul 38 2U Ul •♦3 Ul U2 Uo
Calland 2.0 1.5
SEED QUALITY (score)
1.5 1.5 2.0 2.0 2.5 3.3 U.O
Williams 1.0 1.0 1.0 1.5 2.0 1.0 1.7 1.7 1.8
L21 1.5 1.5 1.0 1.0 2.0 2.0 2.0 2.2 1.5
Woodworth 1.5 1.0 1.0 1.5 3-0 1.0 2.2 1.8 2.3
A73-31U 3.0 2.0 1.5 3.0 2.5 3.0 3.2 3.5 3-5
A73-12013 2.0 1.0 1.0 2.5 2.0 2.0 2.3 2.7 3-5
A73-23066 2.5 1.5 1.0 2.0 2.5 2.0 2.2 2.5 3.5
L69U19-16-2 2.5 2.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 2.8 2.8 3-8
L69U37-17-5 3-5 2.0 1.5 3.5 3.0 2.0 2.8 3.0 3.5L6guUo-19-l 2.0 1.5 1.5 2.5 2.0 2.0 1.8 3.2 3.8L69U72-3-U 2.0 1.0 1.5 1.5 2.0 2.0 1.5 2.7 3.3
L70D6-11-5 2.0 2.0 1.0 2.0 2.5 2.0 2.2 2.5 3.0
L70T-5U3G 2.0 2.0 1.0 2.5 2.5 3.0 2.8 2.5 3.0
Calland 23.5 16. U
SEED SIZE (ff/100) 
17.1 16.5 19.0 17.1 15.3 1U.0 12.6
Williams 19.3 18. U 17.U 15.8 18.2 16.9 17.0 15.8 12.8L21 22.0 19.6 18.9 18.2 19.8 18.0 17.5 16.0 lU.9
Woodworth 18.0 15.6 lU.O 15-5 17.8 15.7 lU.9 13.2 11. u
A73-31U 19.1 22.0 19.1 17.9 20.0 19-0 19.2 15.8 lU.l
A73-12013 17.9 17.6 1U.5 13.7 18.3 18. U 17.1 12.9 12. UA73-23066 19. U 16.6 15.7 13.7 17.1 16. U lU.8 13.5 11.7
L69U19-16-2 22.0 18.9 17.7 18.U 20.5 20.1 18.0 1 5 .  u 13.2
L69U37-17-5 22.3 16.9 16.9 17.8 18.6 18. U lU.8 lU.3 12.7
L69UU0-19-1 21.7 17. U 17.5 15.8 19.2 18.5 16. U lU.2 12.3L69U72-3-U 22.3 18.3 18.5 17.2 20.2 18.6 17.8 lU.8 13-7
L70D6-11-5 2U.0 19.7 17.3 16.5 19. U 18.8 18. U 16.2 lU.UL70T-5U3G - , ?3:3 17.9 17*U lU.2 19.8 19. U 17.5 IU.5 -
UNIFORM TEST III, 1975 01
-lUiyj.8-................................J G S L  ■QUt* : .  n v  i ‘  . I> v - i  j  . •« . . .Belle- Eldo- Carbon- Ottum- Apple- Elk Mood Munhut- Vo-shot-
XlUj— H&> dal® Stuart va Edlno ton Point! I trn I ton _
k5 38 35 3k 32 31 k5 U3 kk 30
k6 k2 37 31 32 29 28 kk k2 kk 29
52 k7 kl 36 35 33 30 k5 k3 k6 31
k5 kl 38 33 33 30 30 kk ko kl 30
39 36 28 32 31 27 2k k7 35 ko 25
k2 36 3k 29 28 27 26 k3 37 k2 25
k3 37 32 30 27 29 22 k3 35 37 27
k6 k2 33 32 3^ 29 29 k6 kl ko 27
U7 kk 38 33 33 32 29 kk ko k6 31
53 k9 36 35 3k 35 30 k6 kk k9 33
kk ko 3k 29 31 29 28 kk 38 kl 29
kk 39 36 33 29 29 27 k2 ko k3 29
k5 k3 39 38 32 3^ 31 _ **3 ko k8 33
SEED QUALITY (score)
3 2 3 .8 2.0 2 . 5 3.5 1 .3 1 .5 2 .3 2.6
2 .3 2.0 2.0 1.0 2.5 1.6 1.2 1.8 1 .7
2 .7 2.8 2.0 1.0 2 .5 1.6 1 .3 1 .9 1 .7
2 .5 2 .7 2.0 1.2 3 .2 1.2 1 .3 2.0 1 9
3-0 k.O 3-0 3-0 k.o 1 .5 1 .3 2.8 2 .9
2 .5 3 .2 2.0 1 .3 k.o 1 .3 1.0 2 .4 2.0
2 .7 3 .0 2.0 2 .3 3 .8 1.2 1 .5 2 .3 2 .3
2.8 3 .3 2.0 1.8 k.o 1.8 1 .3 2 .7 2 .7
3-2 k .3 3 .0 3 .2 k.o 1 .3 1 .3 2 .7 2 .7
3-3 k.2 3-0 2.2 k .2 1 .3 1 .5 2.k 2.2
3 .0 3 .2 2.0 1.2 3 .0 1 .3 1.0 2 .3 1 .7
3 .0 3 .3 2.0 2.2 3 .8 1.0 1.2 2 .3 2 .3
3.0 k.O 2.0 2 *5 3 .5 1.1 1 ^ . 2 -7 2. 5
1 7 .5 17 .7 1 9 .7 23. k 15 .2 15.6 19 .5 16 .7
16 . k 16 .7 20.5 21.0 15 .1 lk .7 18.1 15 .2
18.2 20.1 2 1 .7 22.0 15 .7 16.6 19-5 17 .1
1 5 .1 lk .k 18.1 17 .2 13-9 lk.O 17 .9 13-3
20.0 1 7 .0 2 3 .7 21.8 18.1 18.6 22.2 17 .3
17.0 13-5 18 .7 1 8 .9 15.8 l 6.k 20.8 13 .7
16.1 lk . 3 19-5 17 .7 15 .3 15 . k 19. k 13 .8
1 9 .1 17.2 2 0 .9 2 2 .9 16.8 17 . k 21 .3 16 .5
18.1 17 .3 2 2 .3 21.2 1 5 .k 16 .3 21.1 15 .8
1 7 .9 17 .1 22.2 22 .5 15-k lk .9 19-7 15 .9
18.8 18.0 21.2 22.2 16.1 17.0 20.8 16. 5
18. k 17 .1 2 2 .3 20 .5 18. k 17.8 21.2 15.8
16 .7 lk.O 21. k 2 0 .3 18. k 18.3 20,8 lk .9
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East NJ Md. Central Ohio Indiana
Coast AdeT- clerks- Colvnn- Lafay- Sulli­
Strain Mean phla ville Mean bus ette van
2 Tests PROTEIN (4) 12 Testa PROTEIN (4)
Calland U2.5 1*3.2 1*1.8 39.9 H3.3 38.9 Hl.oWilliams Hi. 6 1*2.6 1*0.7 HO. 9 H2.3 Ho. 7 Hi. 5L21 U2.5 1*3.1* Ul.6 H i. 6 H3.0 Hi. 3 Hi. 7Woodworth 1*2.2 1*2.8 1*1 .6 Ho. 2 HO. 9 39.9 Hl.o
A73-31H Ho.6 1*1 .6 39.7 39.6 Hl.6 38.3 Ho. 2
A73-12013 Hl.0 1*1.9 Ho.l 39.9 Hi. 5 39.3 39.8A73-33066 Hi. 5 1*2.6 Ho.H 39.7 Hl.H 39.5 39.7L69U19-16-2 1*1.8 1*3.3 Ho. 3 Ho. 7 Hi. 3 Hl.o Hl.l
L69U37-17-5 Ho.6 1*1.7 39.6 39.6 Hl.H 39.0 Ho. 2
L69UUO-19-1 1*1.0 1*2.5 39. H Ho. 3 H2.9 Ho.l Ho.oL69U72-3-U 1*1.8 H3-5 Ho.l Hl.l H2.2 Ho.l Ho.8
L70D6-11-5 1*2.2 1*2.5 H2.0 Ho. 9 1*2.1* H0.9 Ho. 3L70T-5U30 1*0.5 Hi. 5 39.5 Ho. 2 Hl.H 39.7 Ho. 7
2 Tests 2 J L H 1 12 Tests OV, W
Calland 18.8 18. H 19.3 20.6 18. H 21.1 20.6
Williams 21.0 20.1* 21.6 21.8 19.9 22.3 22.0L21 19.7 19.2 20.2 21.2 19.7 21. H 21. H
Woodworth 20.1* 20.0 20.8 21.9 21.9 21.7 22.3
A73-31H 21.3 20.9 21.7 22.6 20. H 23.H 23.3
A73-12013 21.1* 20.9 21.9 22. H 20. H 22.5 23.0A73-23066 20.3 19.8 20.8 21.8 20.2 21.8 21.9L69U19-16-2 19.7 18.8 20.6 21.1 19.9 20.7 21.7
L69U37-17-5 20.0 19.3 20.7 21.H 20.2 21.H 21.7
L69UUO-I9-I 20.1* 19.8 21.0 20.8 19.7 21.0 21.7
L69U72-3-,+ 20.0 19.2 20.8 21. H 20.5 21.6 22.5
L70D6-11-5 20.2 20.2 20.3 21.8 20.0 22.0 22.3L70T-5U3G 22.1 21.6 22.6 22.6 20.5 23.3 23.0
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Ky. Illinois Iowa s,p. Neb Kansas
Hender­ Belle­ Eldo­ Elk Mead Manhat­ Powhat-
son Urbane ville rado Ottumwa Point I I tan I tan
PROTEIN 0)
39.9 Uo. 5 38.8 Uo.U UO.7 38.7 38.5 39.9 38.6
Ul.5 U2.1 39.8 Ul.O U2.1 Uo.8 39.0 Ul.l 39.2
U2.5 U2.2 Ul.6 U2.1 U2.6 Uo.3 39.5 Ul.5 Uo.8Uo.6 Ul.8 39.1 Uo.o Ul.O Uo.O 38.9 U0.2 39.1
39.7 Ul.l 37.1 U0.6 39.9 39.9 38. U 39.8 39.0Uo.l Ul.8 38.1 39.2 39.9 39.8 39.3 Uo.8 39.1
Uo.3 Ul.7 38.0 39.2 39.1 38.8 39.0 Uo.2 39.6
Uo.7 U2.3 Uo.l Uo.U Ul.5 39.6 39.0 Ul.9 39.7
Uo.7 Ul.O 38.2 38.U Ul.l 39.6 38.0 Uo.U 37.7
hi. 7 Ul.l 39.1 39.7 Ul.3 39.1 38.7 Ul.l 39.2
hl.9 U2.1 Uo.5 Ul.2 U2.3 Uo.5 39.8 U2.1 39-3Uo.l U2.6 39. U Ul.U U2.3 39.6 39.5 Ul.8 Uo.U
Uo.7 U2.1 38.1 39.9 39.8 39.1 39. U Ul.3 39.7
on. 0,1
21.2 19.8 22.6 21.6 20.5 20.0 20.7 20.2 20.1
22.5 21.1 23.5 23.2 21.3 20.0 21.6 22.1 22.7
21.5 20.7 22.1 22.3 20.2 20.3 21.5 21.6 21.5
22.1 20.8 23.5 22.9 21.3 20.3 22.3 22.U 21.2
22.9 22.7 25.0 22. U 22.0 20.8 22.5 22.7 22.8
22.7 21.5 2U.1 23.9 22. U 20.8 22.6 22. U 22. U
21.7 20.6 23.2 22.6 22.1 21. U 21.9 22.6 22.0
22.0 20.2 22.2 22.8 20.9 19.7 21.0 20.9 20.9
21.5 20.7 22.8 23.2 20. U 19.9 21. U 21.6 22. U
20.6 20.5 22.2 22. U 20.U 19.9 20.3 20.U 20.6
21.5 21.0 22.8 22.5 20.1 19.8 21.5 20.8 21.6
22.1 21.0 23.5 22.3 21.3 21.1 22.1 21.9 21.8
23.3 21.8 2U.6 23.0 22.7 21.5 22.8 22. U 22.2




3. WoodworthU. AX899-6-1 CXH07BC--326 x AP68-111 Ik5- A7*»-20U001 Corosy x IVR ExM*26
6. A7**-20U026 IVR ExUt26 x M466-1258 II
7. A7*»-20U028 Corsoy x Williams It
8. A7^-20h030 Bonus x M59-120 (II-5U-2U0 x 11-5^-139) H
9. A7U-302008 Swift x L66L-137 (Wayne x 157-003*0 tt
10. A7U-302030 M62-263 (Grant x M319W) x IVR Vxkk26 It
1 1. A7U-303013 L66L-137 (Wayne x L57-003U) x Calland n
12. A7U-30U009 IVR Ex5003 x L66L-1UU (Wayne x L57-003**) tt
13. A7U-30501U M59-120 x IVR ExU731 nlU. A7U-306002 M6I-96 (Merit x Harosoy) x Williams 
Calland x L63-1397 (Harosoy x T207)
tt
15. C1525 tt
16. C1526 N N it
17. Cl 527 w n 11
18. C1528 "  " {Semideterminate Line
19. C1529 It It | IV
20. L69U1U-16-5 L15 (Wayne-Rps) x Corsoy I521. L69U72-3-6 Cutler x AlOOn
C1U23 (C1266R x C1253) x Provar
ns
22. L69U108-9-U it
23. L72A-69 Cutler x Provar *6
2k. L72-672 Wayne-I r Rps x Merit
(Clark x Pl5U.9**6-2) x Wayne-I r Rpm Rps FU25. L72-0010
ll26.27. L72-1369L72-1U19 SL12 (Wayne-I r Rpm Rps^.x L62-1579 (Clark-ln) L15 (Wayne-Rps)~x (Wayne x Kanrich)








SL12 (Wayne-I r Rpm Rps) x  Merit 
Corsoy x L62-1I 5T TcTarlc x T117)
m
f6
31. L73U-98 CIU26 (C1253 x Kent) x L15 ItO
32. L73U-115 Amsoy x L62-1251; Semldeterminate Line 
L67-533 (Clark6 x Higan) x Calland
tt
33. L73U-285 F -
3*». L73U-332 L67-533 x L66L-15** (Wayne x L57-OO3*0
35. L73U-338 " x L66L-1UO (Wayne x L57-0031*) It
36. U10917 C1253 (Blackhawk x Harosoy) x Wayne It
This test has several strains which are equal in yield to Williams. Of these, 
C1528, A7H-303013, and A7l*“30H009 are k to 5 days earlier maturing and C1529 
two days earlier than Williams and all have good lodging resistance. The 
strains C1528 and C1529 are resistant to phytophthora root rot, A7**-3O301? 
is segregating for phytophthora and A7U-30U009 is susceptible.
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bS bp IS  dm feo "TUft 1WT pr
U?b Vtb &  O T l S  E g  Aafek "' B  E g  S ff  i^ f l ^ T "YT^ :
Strain IL IL IN IN IN IN IA IN IN IN IN IA OH




seed a a _ n
Calland 1 U U 3 U 70 70 100 32 5 5E R R 3-5Wllllama 1 1 3 U 3 70 6? 100 2 k 5 UE S S 3-5Woodworth 1 1 3 5 U 90 73 100 36 5 IfE s S 3-5AX899-6-1 2 3 2 3 U 30 61 100 59 k 5E R R U.5A7U-20U001 1 3 3 * 2 90 79 100 3U 5 3M S S U.O
A7U-20U026 3 U U U 2 50 75 100 27 5 5E s s 3.0A7U-20U028 1 1 U 5 3 100 72 100 U6 U 5E s S 3*5A7U-20U030 3 3 5 3 5 50 86 100 3k 5 IfE s H 5.0A7U-302008 1 1 3 U 3 100 82 100 65 U IfE s S k.5A7U-302030 1 U 3 5 U Uo 80 100 22 5 2M s S 5.0
A7U-303013 1 3 3 1* 5 100 79 100 19 5 5M H H 3.0A7U-30U009 1 1 3 U 5 80 76 100 27 U 3E s S 5.0A7U-30501U 1 2 U U U 100 88 100 38 5 58 s S u.5A7U-306002 1 U 3 U k 90 82 100 28 5 1 R R 3.5
C1525 2 u U U 5 90 71 100 39 5 IfE H R 3.5
C1526 1 u 3 3 5 70 87 100 68 5 58 S H 3.0
C1527 2 3 5 3 5 80 71 100 36 5 3E 3 H 3.5C1528 2 1* 5 3 5 100 78 100 37 5 IfE R R 3.0
C1529 2 U U U 5 90 7U 100 k3 5 5E R R 5.0L69UIU-I6-5 1 1 5 U U 90 7k 100 69 5 58 R R 3.5
L69072"3-6 1 3 3 U U 100 81 100 27 U IfM S H U.oL69UIO8-9-U 1 3 3 2 3 60 56 100 U3 5 5S S H 2.5
L72A-69 1 U U 3 3 60 k2 70 U2 5 5E S H 3-5
L72-672 1 3 k 3 2 100 52 95 U9 5 2S R R 2.5L72-0010 3 1 5 5 5 90 27 75 38 5 5E R H 3-5
L72-1369 3 2 U 5 3 90 50 90 57 5 5E R R 3 .0
L72-1U19 1 1 5 2 3 100 59 95 U9 5 5E R H 3.5L72-1U2U 2 1 U 1 3 60 63 75 U6 5 5E R H 3 .0L73-212 1 1 U 1 3 60 57 95 50 5 ZE R R 3.5
L730-55 2 U 3 U U 50 63 95 U7 5 IfM S S 3-5
L730-98 3 1 5 5 3 90 69 90 U6 5 5E S S 3.5
L730-115 2 3 5 3 5 100 59 95 2k 5 3M S S U.O
L730-285 2 1 U U 5 100 73 100 32 3 3E S H U.oL730-332 2 1 3 5 3 100 69 100 28 U 5E S S U.O1730-338 1 2 U U U 90 67 75 36 If 5E S S U. 5
010917 1 3 3 5 U 100 61 100 U3 5 5E R R 5-0
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Calland PTHBr DYB1 k 3Williams WTHTn SYB1 k 1Woodvorth WTHTn DYB1 U 3AX899-6-1 POHTn STY 3 3A7^ -20U001 WONBr DYY k 3
A7U-20U026 WTNBr 8YTn 5 kA7U-20U028 PTlfBr SYG 5 3A7U-20U03O PGNBr DYTb 3 5A7U-302008 WTHTn DYB1 3 5A7 -^302030 PGHBr DYBfflb 3 2
A7U-303013 PTNTn+Br DYB1
»
5 3A7U-30U009 P+WGHBr DYBr+Ib k 2A7U-30501U WTHTn DYBr k 3A7H-306002 WGKTHBr D+SYY+G+Ib k >1
C1525 POHBr DYBfflb k 5
C1526 PTHBr DYB1+0 U 3
C1527 POHBr SYBfflb 5 3C1528 POHBr DYBfflh k 2
C1529 POHBr DYY+O k 3L69U1U-16-5 WTHBr DYB1 5 1
L69U72-3-6 WTHBr 8YB1 k 1
L69U108-9-1* POHTn SYBr k 1
L72A-69 PTHBr SYBr k 2
L72-672 WTHBr 8YY k 3
172-0010 WTHBr SYBr 5 3
172-1369 WTHBr SYY 5 k
172-1U19 WTHBr 8YB1 3 5
172-1U2U WTHBr SYY 3 k
173-212 WTHBr SYY 3 U
1730-55 PTHBr DYBr 3 3
173&-98" WTHBr SYB1 3 k
173U-115 POHTn SYB1 2 1173U-285 PTHBr DYB1 2 31730-332 PTHTn SYB1 3 2
173U-338 PTHBr SYB1 3 1
U10917 POHTn SYY+Bf 2 *
PRELIMINARY TEST III, ).''.)? 5 q7 
Regional Swr.ruury 
Ma tu- Lodg- s~ea Seed Se~d cl")!!!l21")Bi til")n 
St!'ain Yield Rank rity ing Height Quel. Size Protein ()il 
No. of Tests 9 0 q --:-9 _Jct- q 2 4 4 
Ce.lland 4g.8 14 +l g 2 . 0 :_iY 2.0 17.6 40 . l 21.::> 
Williams 51.6 ~) +4.4 l. 7 :18 1 . 3 17.7 40.5 22.4 
Wol")dworth 49.1 17 9-27.3 l. 7 37 1.6 15.9 40.0 ?2.2 
.AX899-6-l 45.1 3c; -5.7 3.2 36 2.1 15.0 3R.fi 23 6 
A74-204001 49.2 lh -::>.o 1. 6 53 2.~ 16.3 3Q .Q 2? .8 
A74-204026 49.A 14 -0.2 2.0 39 l.6 15.5 40.Q ?2.h 
A74-204028 50.0 11 -2.3 l. 8 ~2 l.R 16.8 40.2 ??.8 
A74-204030 47.2 27 -3.2 2.~ 3R (' . 0 15.9 42.0 2? . ~ 
A74-302008 46.6 31 -4.8 2. '5 •;j c; l. q 15.4 37.8 23.Q 
A74-302030 50.3 7 +0.9 2.1 36 1. 7 18.1 40. 2 21 7 
A74-303013 51.6 2 +0.3 1.4 35 1. h l<).O 39.4 22.6 
A74-304009 51.1 5 -o.6 1.6 30 l.6 16.6 4o.4 21.9 
A74-305014 47,7 26 +2.6 2.1 41 l.. 7 17.6 39.6 22.4 
A74-3o6002 50.8 6 +O . l 1. 8 39 1. 7 16. 2 40.6 22.Q 
Cl525 50.3 7 +0.6 1. 7 38 2. I~ 18.6 41. c; 21. () 
c1526 44.4 36 -8.2 1.4 31 2.?. 17.7 41. () 21 1 
Cl5?7 50.2 9 +0.9 l. r; 39 l. 8 18.o 41. () 21 <" 
Cl52A 52.0 1 +0.2 1.8 37 2.1 18.1 40.~ n . fi 
Cl52C) 51. 3 4 +2.3 1.6 3q 2.3 17.6 40.1 2?.l 
L69Ul4-16-5 50.0 11 -1. 3 2.5 32 2.2 17.3 41. 2 21. 6 
L6cnrr2-3-6 48.2 21 +4.2 1.9 37 l. 5 17.1 41. 3 20.9 
t.690108-9-4 46.o 34 +6.2 2.3 39 l. 8 18.6 44.4 20.4 
L72A-69 46.4 33 +5.8 l. 9 38 1. 7 17.8 41. c; 21. 2 
L72-672 48.l 22 +4.8 2.0 42 l. q 16.9 4o.R 21. 9 
L72-0010 47.9 24 +l.9 2.0 39 2.0 16.9 41. 5 21.6 
L72-1369 47.9 24 +1.4 2.1 40 1.8 16.1 41. 6 21.2 
L72-1419 48.9 18 -0.3 2.4 38 2.0 17.9 41. 3 21.6 
L72-1424 48.o 23 +1.9 2.3 40 l.9 17.4 41. 4 n .6 
L73-212 48.8 20 +1.3 2.1 39 2.0 17.8 41. 7 21. 5 
L73U-55 47.l 29 -2.0 3.0 40 l. 9 15.3 40.9 21. q 
L73U-98 46.8 30 -o.4 2.0 38 1.8 17.3 41. q 21. 4 
L73U-ll5 47.2 27 +1.7 2.2 34 2.0 16.2 41.0 21.4 
L73U-285 48.9 18 +4.1 l. 8 35 2. 1 16. 5 4o.4 22.3 
L73U-332 50.l 10 +l.3 1.6 35 1.8 17.9 39,6 22.6 
L73U-338 50.0 11 +4.8 1.9 35 1.8 18.6 40 .6 21. q 
Ul0917 46.6 31 -6.l 2.0 37 2.3 16.5 39.2 23 .0 
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Maryland Ohio Indiana Illinois
Strain Mean Clarksville Columbus Lafayette Urbana Olrard
9 Tests YIELDLlWa)
Calland 1*9.8 50.8 17.2 61.3 50.2 1*5.2Williams 51.6 1*8.6 31.1* 60.6 52.8 55.1Woodworth 1*9.1 1*2.9 21*. 8 56.8 56.8 1*7.9AX899-6-1 1*5.1 1*7.9 17.9 55.0 1*9.2 39.6
A7^-20U001 1*9-2 1*7.8 13.1 52.2 56.3 1*9.9
A7U-20U026 1*9-8 1*2.9 3U.1* 59.8 56.9 50.8A7U-20U028 50.0 1*5.1 19.5 53.1 57.5 51.3A7U-20U030 1*7.2 1*1*. 3 8.6 1*8 .1 56.1 1*5.0
A7U-302008 1*6.6 1*2.1* 9-5 51.6 55.7 1*3.1*
A7U-802030 50.3 1*9.8 30.7 52.7 55.U 50.6
A71*-303013 51.6 1*6 .1 12 .1 59.6 53.6 515
A7U-30U009 51.1 1*5-9 36.9 60.6 58.2 1*7.6A7U-30501U 1*7.7 1*U. 3 26.7 5U.5 53.6 50.1A7U- 306002 50.8 1*9.7 13.5 56.5 57,8 1*9.3
C1525 50.3 5U .8 10.7 61.2 57.7 1*9.0
C1526 1*1*.1* 1*5-9 15.1* 1*9.2 52.2 1*2.1*
C1527 50.2 5U .0 18.9 5U .0 55.9 1*6 .1C1528 52.0 60.1* 3U. 3 57.2 $7.2 1*6.1*
C1529 51.3 U9.8 22.9 59.5 55.8 1*7.7L69UIU-I6-5 50.0 1*7.5 13-1 58.3 1*8.2 1*9.9
L69U72-3-6 U8.2 1*3.2 27.0 5U .8 51.1 50.1*
L69U108-9-U 1*6.0 1*9.1* 20.9 1*7.8 1*5.8 53.0
L72A-69 1*6.1* 1*6.7 29.1 52.0 50.7 1*9-0
L72-672 1*8 .1 1*7.0 19.8 57-9 50.0 52.2
L72-0010 U7.9 39.1 38.1 6U. 0 52.5 50.3
L72-1369 1*7.9 1*1 .2 32.2 55-1* 50.7 1*8.7
L72-1U19 1*8.9 1*7.2 21.2 58.1* 55.7 53.1L72-1U2U 1*8.0 1*6.8 30.1* 55.6 53.7 51.8
L73-212 1*8.8 52.1 18.1* 55-9 5l*. 5 52.1*
L73U-55 1*7.1 1*6.7 25.0 55.9 50.7 W *.2
L73U-98 1*6.8 1*3.8 28.1* 5l». 5 51.5 1*9.1*
L73U-115 1*7.2 1*6.8 2U.5 51*. 8 50.0 1*2.3L73U-285 1*8.9 1*6.3 13.1 55.7 55.5 1*9-8L73U-332 50.1 1*8.7 26.1* 53.1* 52.8 50.8
L73U-338 50.0 1*6.3 23.0 55.7 53.1* 53.1*U10917 1*6.6 1*2.0 15.U 57.0 52.8 1*2.7
c .v . (4) 8 .1 6.0 6.7 1*.8
L.S.D. (54) 7.8 6.5 7.3 1*.7Row Sp. (in.) 30 28 30 30 36
Rows/Plot 1* 3 3 k 1*
Reus. 2 2 2 2 2
* Hall damage 8-9-75, Not Included In the mean.
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Iowa S. Dakota Nab. Kansas
Stuart Ottumwa Elk Point I Mead I Manhattan I
YIELD (bu/a)
U8.3 U6.8 32.7 Ul.5 71.0
51.0 U9.6 29.9 U3.6 73.0
50.1 U7.2 32. U Uo.2 67. u
U7.2 U0.0 32.2 39.8 5U.6U7.U U5.1 36.1 36.8 70.8
50.0 52.7 30.6 38. u 65.8
50.5 UU.U 39.6 UU.O 6U.1UU.O U1.7 3U.8 U3.7 66.7U8.9 U3.6 35.6 Uo.o 58.3U9.0 U5.5 36.8 U6.8 65.9
51.6 53-5 31.2 UU.6 73.150.0 U3.6 37.0 U7.3 69.5U8.9 U3.8 29.0 36.5 68.751.7 U6.5 32.0 397 7U.UU8.2 37.5 33.0 39.6 72.0
Uo.7 35.8 36.2 38.1 59.3U8.1 Ul.6 37.8 36.7 77.5U6.8 U9.U 35.9 UU.o 71.1
50.3 U2.5 3U.U U6.0 75.6U9.2 U7.2 36.U U8.1 65.O
U8.7 52 U 30.0 38.6 6U.7U5.6 U9.8 23.8 30.7 67.7U8.0 UU.9 25.7 36.2 6U.U
U8.5 U9.8 27.1 35.3 65.2
U6.7 U7.9 28.0 39.6 63.O
U6.6 50.6 31.7 38.7 67.5
U7.3 U8.9 30. U 36.6 62.UU7.8 U8.9 29.7 38.1 59.8
U5.1 U9.8 30.0 37.6 62.2UU.6 U5.3 35.5 37. U 63.5
U6.2 U5.2 28.8 37.2 6U.3
UU.5 52.3 27.9 39. U 67.1U6.U 51.5 29.8 Uo.5 6U.9
50.U U9.U 32.0 Uo.U 72.9U8.8 50.2 32.2 Ul.3 68.3
U7.7 37.3 35.1 U2.2 62.7
U.3 9.8 7.0 9.7 5.6U.l 9.2 3.7 7.8 7.6
27 27 30 30 30U U 2 U U
2 2 3 2 2
100 PRELIMINARY TEST III, 1975
Md. Ohio Ind. n r ' fowa ' ' T O TTeV. ka.Clarks-Cotum*•Lafay­ Ur­ Ottum­• Elk Mead Manhat­
Strain Mean ville bus ette bane Girard Stuart wa PointI I tan I
9 Testa YIELD RANK
Calland lU 5 25 2 31 29 17 19 15 11 9Williams 2 11 6 k 21 1 3 11 27 9 5Woodworth 17 31 15 Ik 7 2k 7 17 16 15 16
AX899-6-1 35 12 26 22 3k 36 25 33 17 17 36
A7U-20U001 16 13 30 31 8 16 23 2k 7 30 10
A7U-20U026 Ik 32 3 6 6 10 8 2 23 2U 20A7U-2C&028 11 26 22 29 k 9 k 26 1 6 27
A7U-20l»030 27 27 35 35 9 30 35 31 12 8 18
A7U-302008 31 33 36 33 12 32 12 28 9 16 35
A7U-30P030 7 7 7 30 15 12 11 21 k 3 19
A7U-303013 2 23 33 7 18 8 2 1 22 5 k
A7U-30U009 5 2k 2 U 1 26 8 28 3 2 11
A7U-30501U 26 28 12 25 18 15 12 27 30 33 12
A7U-306002 6 8 29 15 2 20 1 20 19 18 3
C1525 7 2 3U 3 3 21 18 3^ Ik 19 7
c i  528 36 25 27 3U 25 3k 36 36 6 25 3k
C1527 9 3 23 27 10 28 19 32 2 31 1
C1528 1 1 k 12 5 27 26 12 8 6 8
C1529 U 6 18 8 11 25 6 30 13 k 2
L69U1U-16-5 11 lU 30 10 35 16 10 V 5 1 22
L69U72-3-6 21 30 11 23 27 13 15 3 25 23 2k
L69U108-9-U 3* 9 20 36 36 k 31 8 36 36 lU
L72A-69 33 20 9 32 28 21 20 25 35 3k 25
L72-672 22 16 21 11 32 6 16 8 3k 35 21
L72-0010 2k 36 1 1 2k lU 27 16 32 19 29
L72-1369 2k 35 5 21 28 23 28 6 21 22 15
L72-1U19 18 15 19 9 12 3 2k Ik 2k 32 31
L72-1U2U 23 17 8 20 17 7 21 Ik 29 25 33
L73-212 20 k 2k 16 16 5 32 8 25 27 32
L73U-55 29 19 Ik 16 28 31 33 22 10 28 28
L73U-98 30 29 10 25 26 19 30 23 31 29 26
E73U-115 27 18 16 23 32 35 3k k 33 21 17
L73U-285 18 21 30 18 lU 18 29 5 28 13 23
L73U-332 10 10 13 28 21 10 5 12 19 lU 6
L73U-338 11 22 17 10 20 2 lU 7 17 12 13
U10917 31 3U 27 13 21 33 22 35 11 10 30
PRELIMINARY TEST III, 1975 in1 
Md. Obit) Ind. Ill. Iowa S,D, Neb. Ka. 
-Clarks-Colwn-Lafay- Ur- Ottum- Elk Mead Manhat-
Strein Mean ville bus ette bana Girard Stuart wa Point! I tan I 
9 Testa MATURITY !relative datel 
Cal land +1.9 +8 
-1 +2 -5 0 +4 * +3 +7 -1 \lilliams +4.4 +4 -1 +6 +4 +9 +5 +4 +7 +2 
Wl')ndworth 9-27.3 10-2 10-22 9-14 C)-26 9-9 C)- ':{) 10-8 9-22 C)-23 
AX8qq-fi-l 
-5.7 0 0 -6 -11 -9 -4 -3 -2 -16 
A74-20400l -2.0 +4 0 
-5 -1 -5 -2 -5 0 -4 
A74-2o4026 -0.2 +2 -l 0 -2 +3 0 -1 +2 -c; 
A74-204o?.8 -2.3 +2 +2 -4 -8 -2 0 -3 0 -A 
A74-~04030 -3.2 0 +l -4 -5 -2 -4 -2 -~ -10 
A74-302008 -4.8 +l +l -6 -12 -7 -3 -3 -2 -12 
A74-30?.030 +o.9 +5 +2 +2 -4 0 +2 0 +2 -1 
A74-3030l3 +0.3 0 -1 -1 -4 +2 +2 +4 +4 -3 
A74-3o4ooq -o.6 +4 -2 0 -2 0 +2 -5 +6 -8 
A74-305014 +2.6 +2 -1 +5 +3 +8 +l +2 +2 +l 
A74-3o6002 +O.l +3 0 0 -4 -3 0 0 +4 +l 
Cl525 +o.6 +6 0 +5 
-7 0 +3 -3 +2 -1 
c1526 -8.2 -3 +l -10 -18 -12 -6 -6 -2 -18 
Cl527 +0.9 +4 +l +6 -5 0 +l 0 0 +l 
Cl528 +o.2 +4 +6 +4 -8 -3 0 -3 +2 0 
Cl529 +2.3 +5 +3 +6 -2 -4 +6 -1 +7 +l 
t6<rol4-16-5 -1.3 0 +l -2 -6 -1 -4 0 0 0 
L6<ro72-3-6 +4.2 +8 0 +6 +2 +8 +5 +4 +4 +l 
L69Ul08-9-4 +6.2 +7 -1 +10 +3 +16 +4 +7 +6 +4 
L72A-69 +5 .8 +4 -l +10 +5 +15 +2 +5 +8 +4 
L72-672 +4.8 +4 +5 +6 +3 +10 +2 +4 +6 +3 
L72-0010 +l.9 0 +3 +5 0 +4 +l -1 +3 +2 
L72-1369 +l.4 -1 +3 +3 0 +6 0 0 +2 0 
L72-1419 -0.3 . 0 +5 0 -4 0 -3 -2 0 +l 
L72-1424 +1.9 +l +4 +2 -l +5 0 +3 +l +2 
L73-212 +l.3 +2 0 +4 -1 +3 +l +l 0 +2 
L73U-55 -2;0 +4 +6 0 -6 -3 -3 -3 -2 -11 
L73U-98 -o.4 -1 +3 0 -3 +l -1 -2 -2 +l 
LTro-115 +1.7 +4 +3 +4 -5 0 +6 0 +6 -3 
L73U-285 +4.1 +6 +l +6 0 +8 +4 +5 +4 +3 
L73U-332 +1.3 +2 +l 0 +l +l +4 +l +2 0 
L73U-338 +4.8 +5 +4 +6 +3 +10 +3 +4 +6 +2 
Ul0917 -6.l -3 0 -6 -16 -9 -3 -5 -2 -11 
Beeson (II) 
-3 -4 -14 -1 -3 
Cutler 1 IV +12 -2 +6 
Date Ji?lanted ~-11 -11 ~-1~ 2-11 ~-1~ 2-12 
in? UNIFORM TEST IV, 1975
. _ . Previous T.Strain_____________________ Parentage_________________ Testing*
1. Cutler 71 Cutler x SL5 (Kent-Rps rxp) 6 F3
F72. Kent Lincoln x Ogden 213. A72-512 Amsoy x Wayne 2 F5b. C1518 Amsoy x Cutler PIV ;?5. C1520 Bonus x Cutler _ PIV6. L70L-2912 L15 (Wayne-Rps) x D6U-3077 (DU9-2U915
x Havkeye) 1 ft
7. L70L-30U8 L15 (Wayne-Rps) x D6b-31b6 (Db9-2U91:> 
x Havkeye) PIV ft
8. L71L-55U Cutler x SL12 (Wayne-I r Rpm Rps) PIV ft
9. L71L-556 it it * -  “ PIV ft
10. L72A-89 Cutler x Beeson PIV F6
* Number of years In test or name of 197 b test.
In the 6-year Central mean, Cutler 71 and Kent do not differ In yield. Kent 
Is 5 days later maturing than Cutler 71.
The 2-year Central mean shove A72-512 haring a mean yield 3 bushels higher 
and a maturity b days earlier than Kent. However, A72-512 Is somewhat 
lodging susceptible, and Is susceptible to phytophthora root rot. The 
strain L70L-2912 has the same yield as Kent, matures 7 days earlier, and 
Is resistant to phytophthora.
The strain A72-512 Is the highest yielding In the 1975 Central test and 
matures l.b days later than Cutler 71 and 3 days earlier than Kent but 
Is more lodging susceptible than the other entries In the test. Strains' 
L71L-55b and L71L-55& were 2 bushels higher yielding and 1 to 2 days earlier 
maturing than Kent and have moderately high protein content. L71L-55b la 
segregating for phytophthora reaction and L71L-556 Is resistant. The strain 
C1518 Is 1 bushel higher yielding and 3 days earlier than Kent and is sus­
ceptible to phytophthora.
The 2-year East Coast mean Shows A72-512 b bushels higher yielding and the 
same maturity as Cutler 71, but is more lodging susceptible.
The 1975 East Coast mean shows all strains higher yielding than the checks 
with the strain L71L-55b 5 bushels higher in yield and 3 days later in matu­
rity than Cutler 71. The strains L71L-556, C1518, and L70L-30b8 are b bushel 
higher yielding and mature 2 to 3 days later than Cutler 71.


























n 4 n 4
stem plants
Cutler 1 2 3 3 1 90 39 85Kent 1 3 5 1 1 90 72 100
A72-512 1 1 2 k 3 100 65 85C1518 1 3 2 3 U 90 63 05C1520 1 1 3 3 U 100 6U 95
L70L-2912 2 « 1 U 5 3 100 82 100L70L-30U8 1 1 3 3 2 90 68 100L71L-55U 2 1 5 1 3 90 66 95L71L-556 1 1 U 1 2 90 6U 90
L7PA-89 1 3 5 3 L 100 62 95
Strain

















Cutler 71 35 5 5E R R 3-5Kent lU 5 5E S S 3.0A72-512 26 5 2M s S 3.5
C1518 38 5 5E s S U.5C1520 38 5 5E R R k.O
L70L-2912 50 U 3E R H U.O
L70L-30U8 U3 5 3E S S 3-0
L71L-551* 25 5 5E H S U.OL71L-556 38 5 5E R H U.5
L72A-89 56 5 5E R H U.5
loll UNIFORM TEST IV, 1975 
Deaorlptlve and Other Data
Chloroala Fluor- Shattering
Descriptive Crkstn. Lamb. Ames escent Hypo-Perox-ManhatrLubb. 
Strain Code Minn. Minn. Iowa Light cotyl idase San. Tex.
Cutler 71 FTNBr SYB1 1.0 1.0 3 L 5 L+H 2 2Kent FTNBr ITB1 1.0 1.0 U L 3 H 2 1
A72-512 WGNTn SYBf 1.0 2.0 3 L 5 L k 3
C1518 PGNBr STY 1.0 2.0 2 L 5 H 1 2
C1520 PTNBr SYB1 1.0 1.5 2 L 5 L 3 k
L70L-2912 WTNTn SYB1 1.0 3-0 u L U L 2 3
L70L-30U8 WGNTn SYBf 1.0 3.5 3 L 5 L 2 2
L71L-55U PTNBr SYB1 2.5 U.5 k L 2 L 2 2
L71L-556 WTNBr SYB1 2.5 U.5 U L 2 L 3 2
L72A-89 PTNBr SYB1 1.0 2.0 3 L 5 L 2 2
UNIPORM TEST IV, 1975 
Regional Summary
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Matu­ Lodg­ Seed Seed Seed Composition
Strain Yield Rank rity ing Height Qual. Siae Protein Oil
1975. Central
No. of Tests 20 20 16 20 20 19 l7 9 9
Cutler 71 1*3-2 10 9-25.8+ 1.8 37 2.3 18.0 1*1 .2 21.2
Kent *+5.1 7 +U.3 1.7 36 2.2 17.8 Ul.l 21.0A72-512 1*8.7 1 +1 .1* 3.1 1*0 2.5 1 5 .1 1*0.5 21.7
C151B 1*6.1* 1* +1.2 2.1* 1*1 2.7 15.0 39.7 21 1
C15?0 1*5.14 6 +0.1 2.1 37 2.8 1 7 .1 1*1.1* 21.0
L70L-2912 UU.5 8 -1.6 2.1 37 2.0 1U.0 1*1.8 20.5
L70L-30U8 U6.3 5 +2.8 2.1 37 2.1* 15 .7 1*0.7 21 8
L71L-551* U6.8 3 +2.1* 2.2 38 2.3 17.0 1*3.1* 19.9
L71L-556 1*7.3 2 +3.1 2-3 37 2.2 1 7 .1 1*3.1 20.1
L72A-89 1*1*. 2 9 -2.2 1.9 36 2.5 17 .5 1*0.6 21.5
f 131 days after planting
1974-75, 2-YEAR MEAN. Central
No. of Tests 1*0 1*0 30 1*1 1*1 3? 33 18 18
Cutler 71 ^ 39.6 1* 9-30.2+ 2.0 36 2.2 17.9 1*1.2 20.6Kent 1*0.1 3 +i*.o 1.8 36 2.1 17.6 1*1.0 20.6A72-512 2-1*3.2 1 0 2.8 38 2.2 15.0 1*0 .1 21-3
L70L-2912 Vo.+ 1*0.2 2 -2.8 2.2 36 1.9 14.0 1*2.0 19.8
t 130 days after planting
1970-75. 6-YEAR MEAN. Central
No. of Tests 107 107 89 . 106 107 106 90 60 60
Cutler 71 1*2.2 2 9-28.6+ 2.1 1*1 2.2 17.7 1*1.0 21.6
Kent 1*2.3 1 +U.7 1.9 39 2.2 17.U 1*0.7 21.8
f 129 days after planting
106 UNIFORM TEST IV, 1975 
Regional flummery
Matu­ Lodg­ Seed Seed Seed Composition
Strain Yield Rank rity ing Height Qual. Size Protein Oil
m i u East Coast
No. of Tests 7 7 ... 7 7 7 7 6 2 2
Cutler 71 U0.6 9 10-U.3+ 2.3 Uo 2.3 19.5 U2.2 20.UKent U0.2 10 +U.3 2.2 39 2.2 19.6 U2.2 20.6
A72-512 U3.2 6 +0.U 3.5 U2 2.9 16.0 Ul.6 20.9
C1518 UU.5 3 +2.U 2.9 UU 3 . u 17.5 Ul.5 20.2
C1520 U3.U 5 -0.6 2.8 Ul 2.9 18.U U2.6 20.0
L70L-2912 U0.9 8 -2.3 2.7 Uo 2.U 15.2 U3.8 20.0L70L-30U8 UU.O U ♦1.7 2.5 39 2.8 17.2 U2.8 20.6
L71L-55U U5.8 1 +2.7 2.5 Ul 2.U 18. U UU.5 19.1
L71L-556 UU.6 2 ♦2.6 2.5 Uo 2.2 18.9 UU.2 19.3
L72L-89 U2.6 7 -l.U 2.U Ul 2.7 18.9 U2.0 20.8
t 123 days after planting
197U-75. 2-YEAR MEAN. East Coast
No. of Tests 13 13 11 13 13 13 13 U U
Cutler 71 U3.2 2 10-2.8+ 2.2 Uo 2.2 19.8 U3.0 20.3
Kent Ul.6 U +3.2 2.0 38 2.1 19.6 U2.7 20.5
A72-512 U7.1 1 0 3.2 Uo 2.6 16.9 U2.0 21.0
L70L-2912 U3.0 3 -2.2 2.5 38 2.2 15.9 UU.2 19.8
t 12U days after planting


















7 Tests 1975 YIELD (bu/a)
Cutler 71 Uo.6 50.6 38.1 1*1.8 50. U ko.k 27.3 35.3Kent UO.P 52.2 3^.1 1*1 .1* 52.1 37.9 28.3 33.UA72-512 U3.? UU.O 33.2 5U.3 5^ .5 1*6.9 31.6 38.0C1518 UU.5 5U.1 27. u 53. k 58.9 1*5.7 3**.8 37.3C1520 U3.U 1*9.0 36.1 1*6.1* 53-8 U5.9 35.5 36.8
L70L-2912 Uo.9 U6 .5 30.2 51.2 1*7.6 1*8 .1 28.0 3^.6L70L-30U8 UU.o 1*9.6 32.7 53.6 53-6 51.5 30.5 36.6L71L-55U U5.8 51.7 38.8 58.9 5U.2 1*5.U 35.2 36.2L71L-556 M+.6 1*8.0 37.1 50.1 59.9 1*6.3 35-9 35.0L72A-89 U2.6 51.9 39.1 1*1*.6 1*8.1* 1*1*. 8 33.7 35.8
c.v. i 8.8 6.8 13.0 5-8 6.0 9.8
L.S.D. (5i) 6.5 U.5 6.6 5.3 U.7 5.URow Sp. (in.) 30 30 30 30 30 30 30
Rows/Plot 3 3 3 1* 1+ 1* 1*Reps. 1* 1* 1* 3 3 3 3
YIELD RANK
Cutler 71 9 5 3 9 8 9 10 7
Kent 10 2 5 10 7 10 8 10
A72-512 6 10 7 2 3 3 6 1
C1518 3 1 10 k 2 6 1* 2C1520 5 7 5 7 5 5 2 3
L70L-2912 8 9 9 5 10 2 9 QL70L-30U8 1* 6 8 3 6 1 7 U
L71L-551* 1 1* 2 1 1* 7 3 5L71L-556 2 8 k 6 1 1* 1 8
L72A-89 7 3 1 8 9 8 5 6
20 Tests 1973-75. 3-YEAR MEAN YIELD
Cutler 71 1*2.6 1*5.7 1*2.0
Kent 1*1.2 1*1*.6 39.9 *
YIELD RANK
Cutler 71 1 1 1
Kent 2 2 2 -
UNIFORM TEST IV, 1975
Ohio Indiana Ky. IllinoisCentral Colum­ Lafay-Sulli- Evans-Hender-■Browns- Belle-Eldo- Carbon-
Strain Mean bus ette van ville son town ville rado dale
20 Tests 1975 YIELD (bu/a)
Cutler 71 1*3.2 26.5 5h.h 37. U 63.1 50.8 1*3.3 60.8 51.6 5U.2Kent 1*5-1 31.0 52.0 37.3 79.2 38.5 1*3.5 55.8 55.1 5l* - 3A72-512 1*8.7 30.1 60.3 UU.o 70.0 62.8 53.1* 65.5 57.2 55.5C1518 1*6.U 1*0.1 56.1 37.3 92.6 56.5 1*1*.6 60.5 1*9.5 56 0C1520 1*5.1* 35.3 56.U 35.2 72.0 1*8.8 1*5.9 58.1* 52.0 51 0
L70L-2912 1*1*. 5 35.3 1*8.6 1*0.9 61.6 50.7 1*7.6 56.1 52.2 51.0L70L-30U8 1*6.3 30. k 57.9 1*2.0 59.1* 1*1.8 1*2.9 61.5 56.5 59.0L71L-55U 1*6.8 3^.5 57.9 1*6.7 66.8 58.8 1*8.2 63. u 51.5 55.8L71L-556 1*7.3 38.6 55.8 1*2.2 61*. 5 55.0 1*5.7 62.7 55.1 57.7L72A-89 1*U.2 21.5 55.7 37.8 79. U 1*5.8 1*5.3 60.2 1*8.5 557
c.v. i 8.5 12.7 22.5 2l*.9 8.9 6.2 5.0L.S.D. (5%) NS NS NS 18.1* 9.1* 6.1* U.5Row Sp. (in.) 28 30 30 30 26 30 30 30 30Rows/Plot 3 3 3 3 3 1* 1* 1* 1*Reps. U 3 3 3 h 2 3 3 3
YIELD RANK
Cutler 71 10 9 8 7 8 5 9 5 7 8Kent 7 6 9 8 3 10 8 10 3 7A72-512 1 8 1 2 5 1 1 1 1 6C1518 1* 1 5 8 1 3 7 6 9 3C1520 6 3 I* 10 1* .7 1* 8 6 9
L70L-2912 8 3 10 5 9 6 3 9 5 10L70L-30U8 5 7 2 1* 10 9 10 1* 2 1L71L-551* 3 5 2 1 6 2 2 2 8 1*L71L-556 2 2 6 3 7 1* 5 3 3 2L72A-89 9 10 7 6 2 8 6 7 10 5
107 Tests 1970-75. 6-YEAR MEAN YIELD
Cutler 71 1*2.2 38.8 U7.3 1*8.0 51.5 51.0 1*8.1* 1*2.6Kent 1*2.3 1*1*. 1 U2.2 1*6.2 1*7.1* 50.1 50.8 1*2.8
YIELD RANK
Cutler 71 2 2 1 1 1 1 2 2Kent 1 1 2 2 2 2 1 1
UNIFORM TEST IV, 1975

















1+8 0 1+6.9 1+1.5 32.5 1+2.0 32.9 35.1 63.9 30.3 5.7 1+2.1+
1+9.7 1+7.5 1+3.9 1+5.5 51.5 35.8 31.1 60.3 30.2 12.7 1+6.8
51.9 52.8 1+8.1+ 36.8 1+7.0 36.5 39.0 65.8 33.7 11+.8 1+7-751.6 1+7.8 39.1 38.3 1+3.1+ 21+.8 3U.8 63.7 31.6 11.6 1+8.5
53-0 50.0 1+1.9 33.8 1+1+.I+ 1+1.0 36.3 62.5 30.2 10.5 1+8. 5
1+7.1 1+6.9 1+1 .1 32.6 1+8.1+ 1+0.8 37.1 62.3 29.7 12.9 1+6.61+9.0 1+9.5 1+2.6 1+0.7 1+8.8 1+0.2 37.5 68.0 3U.9 ll+.U 1+9.0
1+8.3 1+7.1 1+1.7 39-3 1+8.6 1+1.0 33.1+ 58.7 31.7 11+.3 1+8.2
1+8.7 1+9.6 1+3-1 1+7.6 51.6 1+1+.7 36.1+ 55.1+ 31.6 11+.2 1+6.2
50.0 1+7.6 36.5 3I+.U 1+3.2 30.2 36.9 65.8 32.0 10.0 1+7 5
6.5 9.1+ 8.0 9.0 7.1+ 10.1+ 9.7 6.3 1+.1+ 16.3 7.8
1+.5 5.8 5.6 5.1+ 5.8 6.1+ 6.0 6.6 2.1+ 3.3 6.3
27 27 30 30 38 38 30 30 30 30 1+0
k 1+ 2 2 3 3 1+ 1+ 1+ 1+ 1+1+ 1+ 1+ 1+ 3 3 3 3 3 3 3
YIELD RANK
9 9 7 10 10 8 7 1+ 7 10 10
5 7 2 2 2 7 10 8 8 6 6
2 1 1 6 6 6 1 2 2 1 7
3 5 9 5 8 10 8 5 5 7 21 2 5 8 7 2 6 6 8 8 3
10 9 8 9 5 1+ 3 7 10 5 86 1+ 1+ 3 3 5 2 1 1 2 18 8 6 1+ 1+ 2 9 9 1+ 3 1+
7 3 3 1 1 1 5 10 5 1+ 91+ 6 10 7 9 9 1+ 2 3 9 5
71-75 71-?? 1970-75,, 6-YEAR MEAN YIELD
3S.7 1+3.5 59.3 37.5 18 .1 1+5.8
37.5 1+2.0 56.8 38.0 20.1+ 1+9.1
YIELD RANK
1 1 ' 1 2 2 2
2 2 2 1 1 1
110 UNIFORM TEST IV, 1975
East Pa. NJ Del. Maryland Va.
Coast Landis*■ Adel- George­ Clarks­ Queens­ Princess
Strain Mean ville phia town! ville town Ann Orange
7 Tests MATURITY (relative date)
Cutler 71 L0-U.3 10-7 10-3 9-22 10-lU 9-18 10-2U 10-2
Kent +U.3 +7 +2 +3 +3 +5 +6 +U
A72-512 +0.U -1 -6 +5 -2 +2 +1 +U
C1510 +2.U +7 -3 +U +1 +1 +3 +U
C1520 -0.6 0 -5 0 0 0 +1 0
L70L-2912 -2.3 -1 -9 +1 -6 0 0 -1
L70L-30U8 +1.7 +1 -3 +5 0 +6 +U -1
L71L-55U +2.7 +1 -1 +6 +2 +U +3 +u
L71L-556 +2.6 +1 -1 +5 +U +u +1 +u
L72A-89 -l.U -1 -U 0 -6 0 +2 -1
Williams (III) -3 -U 0 -8 0 -5
Essex V +25 +18 +22 +26
Date Planted "  6-3 5-29 5-29 5-27 6-11 5-27 6-17 6-5
+Dvs. to mat. 123 131 127 118 125 llU 129 119
7 Tests LODGING (score)
Cutler 71 2.3 2.2 2.U 2.0 2.7 3.0 1.5 2.0
Kent 2.2 1.9 2.6 2.1 2.5 2.8 1.2 2.0
A72-512 3-5 3.5 U.3 2.8 U.O 3.7 1.8 U.7
C1518 2.9 2.5 3-9 2.U U.O 3.0 1.7 2.7
C1520 2.8 2.8 3.8 2.5 3-5 3-3 1.2 2.7
L70L-2912 2.7 3.U U.O 2.5 3.7 3.0 1.2 1.3
L70L-30U8 2.5 2.5 3.6 2.3 3.5 3.0 1.3 1.3
L71L-55U 2.5 2.6 2.5 2.3 3.5 3.3 1.5 1.7
L71L-556 2.5 2.2 2.5 2.5 3.5 3.2 1.5 2.3
L72A-89 2.U 1.9 3.0 2.1 3.2 3-2 1.5 2.0
7 Tests PLANT HEIGHT (inches)
Cutler 71 Uo 38 UU U3 39 U7 30 U2
Kent 39 38 U2 UU Ul U3 28 39
A72-512 U2 39 UU UU U2 51 30 Ul
C1518 UU U2 U6 U6 US 53 32 U5C1520 Ul Uo UU U5 Ul U7 28 Uo
L70L-2912 Uo U3 U3 U3 38 U9 25 37L70L-30U8 39 37 U3 U3 39 U5 27 Uo
L71L-55U Ul Uo UU U5 U3 U7 29 Ul
L71L-556 Uo 37 Ul U3 U2 U6 27 Ul
L72A-89 Ul 39 U6 U3 U2 U6 29 39
UNIFORM TEST IV, 1975 111
Cen­ Ohio Indiana Ky. Illinois Iowatral Colum­- Lafay- Sulli-Evans-Hender-Browns-Belle-Eldo-Carbon* Ottum­Mean bus ette ▼an ville son town ville rado dale Stuart wa
16 Tests MATURITY (relative date)
9-25.8 10-20 9-29 10-1 9-2U 9-19 9-2U 9-16 9-28 10-5 *+U.3 -1 +3 +6 +3 +10 +1+ +9 +3 +3+1 .U -1 +3 -1 0 +5 +3 +3 +1 0+1.2 0 +3 -3 0 -1 +3 +2 +1 +1+0 .1 +3 -3 0 -2 -1 0 +2 -1 -3
-1 .6 +3 -U -6 -U 0 0 -2 -2 -1+2.8 +6 +1 +1 0 +U +3 +6 +2 +2+2.U ♦3 +2 +1 0 +2 +3 +9 +2 +1
+31 +2 +1 +2 0 +6 +5 +7 +1 +1-2.2 0 -U -3 -3 0 -1 -6 0 -2
-18 -7 -2 -8 -7 -3 -U -1 -1
+25 +20 +29 +1U
5-18 5-15 5-7 5-19 5-20 5-21 5-20 5-l8 6-4 5-17 5-15131 158 1U5 135 127 121 127 121 116 lUl
20 Tests LODGING (score)
1.8 1 .5 2.5 1.3 3.3 2.U 1.8 1.6 1.8 3.0 1.6 l.U1.7 1 .5 2.2 1.3 3-0 3-0 1.7 1 .5 2.0 2.0 l.U 1-33-1 3.0 3.8 2.5 U.2 U.8 3.3 3-7 3-9 U.o 2.5 2.82.U 1.0 3.5 2.2 3.8 U.U 3.2 2.U 3.0 U.o l.U 1.32.1 1 .5 2.5 1.2 U.3 3.6 U.U 2.5 2.6 3.0 1.6 l.U
2.1 2.0 3-0 1.3 3.5 3.8 1.9 2.U 2.5 3.0 1.6 1.62.1 2.0 2.8 1.5 U.O 3.U 1.3 2.1* 2.9 3.0 1.9 1.62.2 2.0 2.3 2.0 3.5 3-6 2.5 2.0 2.7 3.0 1.9 1.6
2.3 1.5 2.7 1.8 3.5 3-U 2.9 2. U 2.9 3.0 2.0 171.9 2.0 2.3 1.5 3.5 3-6 2.8 1.7 1.8 2.0 1.6 1 U
20 Tests PLANT HEIGHT (inches)
37 29 U6 3U UU U3 Uo 50 U7 Ul 36 3636 32 U3 31 U2 Uo UU U8 U3 38 33 3UUo 28 U7 35 U7 U9 U6 52 U9 Uo 39 UlUl 32 U8 35 50 53 U5 53 U9 UU 39 Uo37 31 UU 30 U7 U8 U2 51 U5 37 32 36
37 30 Ul 29 U3 U6 Uo 51 UU 37 35 3637 30 U2 30 U2 U8 Ul 50 U3 Ul 36 3638 32 U5 36 46 U5 U3 52 U6 Ul 32 3337 30 U3 33 UU U7 U2 50 U6 Uo 35 3U36 28 U3 32 U2 U2 U5 51 U6 38 35 33
11? UNIFORM TEST IV, 197*5
Strain














Cutler 71 * * 9-3 9-30 10-6 10-2 9-27 9-23 9-16
Kent +U +8 0 +2 +6 +U +5
A72-512 +1 +6 -1 0 -1 +2 +2
C1518 0 +5 -1 +2 +2 +2 +3
C1520 -1 +3 -2 -1 +1 +3 +U
L70L-?91? 0 +1 -3 -u -3 -3 +3
L70L-30l*8 +5 +5 -U +3 +2 0 +9
L71L-551* +1 +U -1 +2 +5 +2 +2
L71L-556 +2 +U -1 +U +5 +3 +7
L72A-89 -5 -1 -3 -5 -3 -1 ♦1
Williams (III) -2 -8 -5 +3 -7
Essex V +28 +19 +13 +31
Date planted 5-23 5-15 5-5 "5=TT— 5-Y6 " 5-6 5-15 5-28 5-27
+Dya. to mat 121 12U 1U3 1U9 135 118 112
LODGING (1score)
Cutler 71 l.U 1.6 1.2 1.8 1.5 1.6 1.0 1.0 2.5Kent 1.6 1.3 1.3 1.8 1.5 2.0 1.0 1.0 1.5A72-512 2.8 2.U 3.8 2.3 2.7 U.2 1.0 1.0 3-0
C1518 2.2 1.3 2.2 1 .8 1.7 3.6 1.0 1.0 2.2
C1520 l .U l.U 1.7 2.2 1.1 2.9 1.0 1.0 1.5
L70L-2912 1.3 1 .3 2.0 2.3 1.5 2.9 1.0 1.0 2.3L70L-30U8 2.3 1.6 2.2 1 .8 1.5 2.8 1.0 1.0 1 7
L71L-55U 2.0 1.8 2.2 2 .7 2.0 2.9 1.0 1.0 2.2
L71L-556 2.0 1.8 2.2 2.8 1.5 2.9 1.0 1.0 2.5L72A-89 1.3 1.8 2.0 2.0 1.1 1.7 1.0 1.0 1 7
PLANT HEIGHT (inches)
Cutler 71 32 30 33 31 Uo U9 33 19 3UKent 29 28 33 3U 39 U7 28 21 33A72-512 33 32 36 33 U5 53 36 21 33C1518 36 33 38 3U U3 5U 3U 21 38C1520 31 29 32 33 39 51 30 21 35
L70L-2912 32 29 35 3U 38 52 31 21 35L70L-30U8 33 31 35 33 39 U9 33 21 36
L71L-55U 31 31 31 36 Uo U7 30 21 35L71L-556 31 30 32 37 39 U7 31 21 33L72A-89 33 31 28 30 39 U6 32 21 32


















7 Tests isto QUALITY (score
Cutler 71 2.3 2.2 2.3 2.3 2.5 2.5 2.5 1.7Kent 2.2 2.0 2.0 2.5 2.0 2.5 2.2 2.0A72-512 2.9 3.0 2.8 2.9 2.3 3.0 2.5 3.7
C1518 3.^ 3.0 3.3 3-5 3.5 3.2 2.8 n.3
C1520 2.9 3.3 2.5 3.0 2.8 2.7 3.5 2.7
L70L-2912 2.U 2.H 3.5 2.3 2.0 2.0 2.3 2.0L70L-30U8 2.8 2.U 2.5 3.0 2.7 3.0 2.5 3.3
L71L-55U 2.H 2.3 2.3 2.8 2.0 2.0 2.0 3.3
L71L-556 2.2 2.2 2.0 2.6 2.5 2.0 2.2 2.0
L72A-89 2.7 2.8 2.8 2.3 2.5 2.5 3.0 2.7
6 Tests SEED SIZE (g/100)
Cutler 71 19.5 20.3 20.3 20.7 19.5 18.2 18.2Kent 19.6 20.7 20.3 21. H 19. H 18 .1 17.8
A72-512 16.0 16.3 15.U 17.0 17.0 15.1 15.1C1518 17.5 18.u 16. H 19.6 17.5 16.7 16.5C1520 18.H 18.9 17.8 20.1 18. H 17. H 17.6
L70L-2912 15.2 15 .5 lH.O 16.6 16.9 13.9 lH. 5L70L-30U8 17.2 17.1 15.2 18.9 18. H 16.7 16.7
L71L-55H 18.H 19.1 17.6 20.3 18. H 17.9 17. H
L71L-556 18.9 19.8 18.7 20.7 18.7 17.7 17.7
L72A-89 18.9 19.2 19.5 20.0 19. H 17. H 17.9
2 Tests PROTEIN (%)
Cutler 71 U2.2 42.9 Hl.H
Kent U2.2 U3.2 Hi. 2
A72-512 Ul.6 U2.U HO. 9
C1518 Hi. 5 Hi. 8 Hi.2C1520 H2.6 U3.7 Hl.H
L701-2912 U3.8 HH.2 H3.5L70L-30U8 U2.8 U3.H H2.3
L71Lft55H UU.5 H5.3 H3.7
L71L-556 HH.2 HU. 7 H3.8
L72A-89 U2.0 H3.5 Ho. 6
2 Tests OIL (%)
Cutler 71 20. H 20.3 20.5Kent 20.6 20.3 20.9A72-512 20.9 21. H 20. H
C1518 20.2 21.0 19. H
C1520 20.0 20.2 19.9
L70L-2912 20.0 20.0 19.9
L70L-30U8 20.6 21.5 19.8
L71L-55H 19.1 19.1 19.1
L71L-556 19.3 19.8 18.8
L72A-89 20.8 20.2 21.3
UNIFORM TEST IV, 1975
Central 
Strain Mean
Ohio Indiana .. Ky. IllinoisColum­
bus
Lafay-Sulli-Evans-Hender-Brovns- 







19 Tests SEED QUALITY score
Cutler 71 2.3 1.0 1.5 1.5 3.0 2.0 2.8 2.3 3.3 2.0
Kent 2.2 1.0 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.0 2.0 1.8 3.5 2.0
A72-512 2.5 1.0 1.5 1.5 3.5 3.0 1-5 3-2 3.5 2.0C1518 2.7 1.0 1.5 1.5 3.5 3.0 2.0 3.8 U.2 2.0C1520 2.8 1.0 1.5 1.5 U.o 3.0 2.5 3.3 U.2 3.0
L70L-2912 2.0 1.0 1.0 1.0 2.5 1.0 1.5 1.7 2.2 2.0L70L-30U8 2.U 1.0 1.5 1.5 3.0 2.0 2.0 2.8 2.7 3.0
L71L-55U 2.3 1.0 1.0 1.0 3.0 3.0 2.0 2.7 3.2 2.0
L71L-55* 2.2 1.0 1.5 1.0 2.5 2.0 2.3 2.7 3.0 2.0
L72A-89 2.5 1.0 1.5 1.5 2.5 2.0 3.0 2.7 3.5 2.0
17 Teats SEED SIZE (r/100)
Cutler 71 18.0 18.9 19.6 1V.1 W.l'T.9.<r 1U.9 18.0 18.2 20.5
Kent 17.8 18.8 17.8 19.1 18.7 16.6 16.0 17.5 19. u 20.1
A72-512 15.1 15.3 17.6 13. u 16.2 15.9 11.3 1U.5 15.3 17.0
C1518 15.0 16.3 16.8 lU.l 16. u 16. U 11.1 lU.9 16.8 17.9
C1520 17.1 18. u 18.7 17.0 18.5 18.6 12. U 16.3 18.0 19.6
L70L-2912 lU.O 15.3 lU.O 13.7 15.2 1U.U 11.6 13.7 13.9 16. UL70L-30U8 15.7 16.9 16. U 15.5 16. U 17.0 lU.l 16.U 15.8 18.0
L71L-55U 17.0 18.5 17.7 17.1 17.7 16.9 lU.O 16.7 17.1 19.0
L71L-556 17.1 18.9 18.0 17.8 17.9 16.2 15.2 17.2 17.0 19.6
L72A-89 17.5 18.9 18. U 17.1 19.8 18. U 12.6 18.8 18.1 20.7
9 Tests PROTEIN (ft)Cutler 71 Ul.2 Ul.8 U2.5 U1.3 U0.9 Ul.7Kent Ul.l U2.0 Ul.7 Ul.5 Ul.2 U2.3
A72-512 U0.5 U0.8 U2.2 Ul.U 39.7 Ul.6
C1518 39.7 U0.7 U0.6 39.5 39. U Uo.UC1520 Ul.U U1.5 U3.2 U2.7 Ul.U Ul.8
L70L-2912 Ul.8 Ul.6 UU.U U2.6 Uo.U U2.7
L70L-30U8 U0.7 U0.3 U3.1 Ul.8 39.7 U2.1
L71L-55U U3.U U2.6 U5.9 U3.9 UU.3 UU.2
L71L-556 U3.I U3.U UU.l U2.5 U3.5 UU.5
L72A-89 Uo.6 U1.5 Ul.U U1.3 Uo.3 U0.6
9 Testa OIL (%J
Cutler 71 21.2 19.5 21.7 22.3 21.6 22.1Kent 21.0 19.3 21.7 21.5 21.0 21.7A72-512 21.7 20.3 22.8 21.9 23.3 22.1C1518 21.1 19.0 22.5 22.0 22.0 22.5C1520 21.0 19.8 22.0 21.6 21.6 21.7
L70L-2912 20.5 19. u 20.3 20. U 21.8 21.1L70L-30U8 21.8 20.1 22.7 22.2 22.9 22.3L71L-55U 19.9 18.8 20.8 20.3 19.8 20.7L71L-556 20.1 18.2 20.9 21.1 20.6 20.7L72A-89 21-5 19.6 22.1 21.8 22. U 22.5
UNIFORM TEST IV, 1975
Iova Missouri Neb. Kansas Tex.
Ottumwa Edina
Apple-Portage Portage 















1 .1 1.9 2.1 2.9 3.0
1 .1 2.3 U.O 2.5 3.5 2.0 2.1 2.3 3.0 2.5
1.2 3-0 U.O 3.0 U.O 1.7 2.U 2.1 3.0 2.5
2.0 U.o U.O 3.0 3.5 1.7 2.7 2.5 3.3 2.5
1.8 3.0 U.O 3.0 3.0 1.7 2.U 2.6 3.7 U.O
1.0 2.5 U.O 3.0 2.0 1.8 2.1 1.9 2.8 2.5
2.U 2.5 U.o 2.5 3.5 2.0 2 0 2.0 3.0 2.5
1.0 2.0 U.o 2.5 3.5 1.7 1.9 2.1 3.2 2.2
1.0 1.8 U.O 2.5 3.5 1.2 2.2 2.0 3.2 2.5





15.5 19.2 15.U 15.U 19.7
21. U 17.8 16.3 lU.l 16.7 16.U 15.7 20.017.0 15.8 16.0 12.7 16.6 12.5 12.U 16.5
15.0 1U.6 13.9 12.0 16.1 13.2 12.5 17.0
17.2 17.3 16.6 lU.l 17. U lU.3 15.1 20. U
15. U 13.9 13.U 12.1 15.0 12.6 12.5 15.U16.3 15.1 15.1 13.1 16.3 13.7 13.7 16.9
20.2 17.1 16.5 lU.U 16.8 15.9 15.1 19-019. U 16.1 16.9 lU.7 17.0 15.1 15.0 19.317.7 16.1 16.0 lU.8 18.6 16.U 15.7 19.9
PROTEIN (<TU2.U 39.0 Ul.U 39.6
U2.5 38.3 U0.2 Uo.lUl.2 37.8 U2.U 37.6
Uo.6 37.1 Uo.8 38.3U2.1 38.0 U2.3 Uo.o
Ul.6 39. U U2.3 Ul.5Uo.U 38.2 Uo.6 39.7UU.5 U0.2 UU.l Ul.l
UU.7 Uo.U U2.8 Ui.8
Ul.9 38.1 Uo.8 39.U
20. U OIL (%) 21.1 21.2 20.920.3 21.3 22.0 20.1
20. U 21.2 20.8 22.919.9 20.8 20.3 20.919.8 21.3 20.8 20.8
20.2 20.6 21.0 19.7
20.5 21. U 22. U 21.9
18.9 20.0 19.6 20. U
18.5 20.5 20.6 19.7
20.2 21.7 21.6 21.U
\




3- A7U-302029 Corsoy x Cutler 71 FUu. A7U-303009 Md62-3223 x M62-177 (M387 x M*+06)
5- A7U-303012 Corsoy x Williams tt6. A7U-303023 M59-120 (H-51+-2Uo x II-5U-139) x L66L-137 tv
7. A7U-303027 Corsoy x Williams tt
8. A7U-303033 M61-96 (Merit x Harosoy) x Williams tt
9. A7U-30U001 Svift x Wye ft
10. A7U-30U010 IVR Ex^U28 x Md66-1258 (2nd cycle intermates) ft
11. A7U-30U023 It ft tt
12. A7U-30U031 Wells x Wye ft
13- A7*»-305021 AP68-315 X CIU53 (C1266R X C1253) ftlU. A7U-306003 M63-17 (MU02 x MU06) x CIU53 tt
15. A7U-306008 M62-275 (Norchief x Harosoy) x L66L-1UU ft
16. K1016 Williams x Columbus ft
17. K1017 L66L-IUO (Wayne x L57-003U) x Columbus tt
18. K1018 M N tt
19. K1019 Williams x Columbus tt
20. L69U63-6-3 L12A (Clark 63 x Lll) x Beeson F521. L69U81*-19-1 Cutler x Beeson t t ?
22. L71L-1521 R62-659 x L62-535 (Harosoy-dt.) tt
23. L72A-78 Cutler x Beeson Ffi2U. L73-^12U D66-12392 x L69L-3 (Clark-dt. E. t e. x Harosoy- O
25. L73-U987
)  1  - 1  -  - e  
L66L-15^ (Wayne x L57-00310 x Amsoy 71 _ F «it t ?
26. L73-7103 L66L-1322-1 (Hawkeye x Lee) x L66-200U (Clarkx Peking) F727. Md70-2221 3rd cycle intercross, 8-parent diallel** FU
** Adams, Lincoln, Perry, Wabash, C799, C985, LU6-1503, FC33-2^3
This test has several strains which are equal in yield or better than Kent.
Of these, A7U-303012 is 2 bushels higher yielding and matures 10 days earlier 
than Kent and 5 days earlier than Cutler 71. A75-303012 has good lodging
resistance and has high oil content, but is susceptible to phytophthora root 
rot. The strains K1017, K1018, and K1019 are equal in yield or 1 bushel 
higher, but mature 5 to 6 days later than Kent and may be better adapted to 
Group V testing. The strain A7U-30U03I has the same yield as Kent and matures 
3 days earlier. None of the other strains in the test show any distlnce 
advantage over the check varieties for any characteristic evaluated.


























n $ n ^ 
stem plants
Cutler 71 1 3 U 3 1 90 32 60
Kent 1 3 5 1 1 90 U3 75A7U-302029 1 U 3 U 3 90 69 95A7U-303009 1 3 5 U U 100 82 100A7U-303012 2 2 U u 5 100 75 100
A7U-303023 1 3 3 u 5 90 86 100A7U-303027 1 U 3 5 5 60 67 95A7U-303033 1 3 U 5 U 50 71 85A7U-30U00I 1 3 3 U U 30 9U 100A7U-30U010 1 2 3 5 5 50 75 100
A7U-30U023 2 1 5 5 U 100 79 100A7U-30U03I 1 3 5 U 1 80 7U 100A7U-305021 1 U 5 3 3 10 57 100A7 -^306003 1 3 2 5 2 Uo 73 100A7U-306008 2 3 U U 5 60 75 100
K1016 2 3 3 3 k 90 76 100
K1017 1 1 2 U 3 50 75 100K1018 1 1 2 3 3 50 69 100K1019 2 3 3 3 U 90 69 100L69U63-6-3 2 2 3 U U 80 86 100L69U8U-19-1 2 U U 3 1 90 82 100
L71L-1521 2 1 3 1 2 60 91 100L72A-78 2 u U U 1 80 73 100L73-U12U 1 1 3 u U 60 90 100
L73-^987 3 1 3 u 5 80 68 100L73-7103 1 3 3 5 3 50 83 100Md70-2221 1 3 U 2 2 70 86 100
IIP PRELIMINARY TEST IV, 1975 
Disease Data
Strain


















Cutler 71 35 5 5E R R U.O
Kent lU 5 5E S S 3-0
A7U-302029 26 5 5E S S U.O
A7U-303009 55 5 3M S H 5.0
A7U-303012 3? 5 3M S 8 5.0
A7U-303023 U5 U 5E S S U.5
A7U-303O27 59 5 5E S S U.5
A7U-303033 57 5 2M R R 5.0A7U-30U0OI 21 U 5E H H U.O
A7U-30UOIO 33 5 5E S S U.O
A7U-30U023 61 5 5S S s U.O
A7U-30U031 30 5 1 H H 5.0A7U-305021 32 5 5S R R 3.5
A7U-306003 39 5 2M R R U.OA7U-306008 37 5 5E S S 3.0
K1016 13 3 5M S S U.5
K1017 23 2 5E S S 5.0K1018 17 U 5E S s U.5
K1019 8 3 5E S s U.5
L69U63-6-3 52 U 5E R R 5.0
L69U8U-19-1 3U U 5E S H 2.5
L71L-1521 27 3 5E S S 5.0L72A-78 U8 5 5E R R U.O
L73-U12U 5 2 2M S S 5.0
L73-U987 21 5 UE S S 5.0
L73-7103 23 5 2M S S 5.0
Md70-2221 1 U 2M s s 5.0
PRELIMINARY TRflT IV, 1975 iW










Cutler 71 PTNBr SYB1 3 2 3Keht PTNBr IYB1 k 3 2
A7U-30202Q PGNBr SYBf+G+Ib 3 2 2A7U-303000 WGNBr DYBr 2 3 2
A7U-303012 PGNBr SYIb U 3 L
A7U-303023 WTNTn DYBr h k 5
A7U-303027 PGNTn DYG+Y 3 2 k
A7^-303033 WTNBr DYB1+0 U 2 2
A7U-30UOOI P+WTNBr SYB1 3 3 h
A7L-30U010 WGNBr 8YBf+Y 3 5 k
A7U-30U023 PTNBr DYBf+G 3 h k
A7U-30U031 WTNBr S+DYBf+Ib 3 3 k
A7U-305021 PGNBr SYY 2 3 3
A7^-306003 WGNBr SYY 2 5 5
A7U-306008 WGNTn DYBr 2 3 2
K1016 WTNBr SYB1 k 1 1
K1017 PTNBr DYB1 3 1 1
K1018 WTNBr DYB1 3 1 1
K1019 PTNBr SYB1 k 1 1
L69U63-6-3 PTNBr DYY 2 2 2
L69U8L-19-1 PTNBr SYB1 3 u 5
L71L-1521 PTNBr DYBr 3 1 3
L72A-78 PTNBr SYB1 2 2 U
L73-U12U PGNTn DYTb 3 1 1
L73-U987 PTNBr DYBr 2 2 1
L73-7103 PTNBr DYB1 3 1 2
Md70-2221 PTNBr SYB1 2 1 1
120 PRELIMINARY TEST IV, 1975 
Regional Summary
Matu­ Lodg­ Seed Seed Seed CoiuK>altl<"
Strain Yield Rank rity ing Height Qual. 81*e Protein oil
No. of Testa 9 9 8 9 9 8 7 6 6
Cutler 71 U2.U 20 9-28.0 1.5 39 2.0 18.0 U2.0 21 0
Kent U6.2 6 +U.9 1.6 37 2.1 18.1 U2.2 20 8A7U-302029 Uo.9 2U -5.2 1.7 31 3.0 17.3 U1.7 21 2
A7U-303009 37.6 26 -6.8 1.6 29 2.U 18.9 Uo.7 21 7A7U-303012 U8.U 1 -U.9 1.7 31 1.8 18.8 Uo.2 23.2
A7U-303023 U2.1 21 -5-8 2.1 33 2.5 16.5 38.9 22.8A7U-303027 U2.7 18 -U.o 2.6 35 1.9 15.0 U0.2 21 8
A7U-303033 U2.5 19 -2.8 1.8 36 1.8 16.7 Ul.6 22.0A7U-30U001 Ul.U 23 ■♦•0.1 1.8 33 2.3 16.6 Uo.o 22.7A7U-30U010 U3-5 15 -5-2 2.1 30 2.3 16.0 Ul.U 21 6
A7U-30U023 Uo.7 25 -6.5 2.U 3U 2.U 15.9 U2.5 20.7
A7U-30U03I U6.5 U +1.5 1.8 3U 1.9 16. U Uo.9 22. UA7U-305021 U1.9 2? -3.1 1.6 Uo 1.8 17.3 Ul.9 21.2
A7U-306003 37.5 27 -10.8 1-7 35 2.5 15.U Ul.6 22.5
A71*-306008 U5.2 8 -5.1 1.6 29 2.1 17.1 U0.5 22 U
K1016 U5.7 7 +11.2 1.9 Uo 2.1 16.3 Ul.6 20.5
K1017 U7.9 2 +10.1 2.2 Uo 2.1 18.7 U2.U 20.8K1018 U6.8 3 +10.0 2.0 UO 1.9 17.3 Ul.l 21 2
K1019 U6.3 5 +11.0 2.2 Ul 1.9 17.1 U2.5 20 1
L69U63-6-3 U3.I 17 -0.2 2.2 35 2.1 17. U U2.6 20.8
L69U8U-19-1 UU.9 9 -2.6 1.6 3U 2.1 18.1 U2.8 20.3
L71L-1521 U3.9 13 -0.1 1.6 30 1.9 17.7 U2.3 19.8L72Ar78 U3.9 13 -0.1 23 Ul 2.3 17.2 U2.1 21.1L73-U12U UU.6 12 +0.8 1.3 28 1.6 15.8 Uo.7 20.7
L73-U987 UU.9 9 +U.U 2.3 U2 2.0 16.6 U2.2 20.8
L73-7103 U3.5 15 -0.1 1.8 31 1.9 17.0 Ul.6 21. UMd70-2221 UU.7 11 +6.1 1.6 36 1.6 16.8 Ul.5 21 1
PRELIMINARY TEST IV, 1975 121
Del. Md. Ohio Ind. 111. I'ura Mo. Kansas
George-Clarks-Colum-8ulli-Eldo- Ottum-Portage-Manhat-
Strain Mean toim I vllle bus van rado Stuart va ville tan I
9 TeatB YIELD (bu/a)
Cutler 71 U2 U Ul 8 U9 U 22 1 29 5 U7 9 51 3 U2.2 39 1 58 U
Kent U6 2 u? 1 U5 U 39 0 31 U 59 2 U9 U U6 .1 U£ 0 57 3
A7U-302029 Uo 9 UU 5 U7 8 30 £ 21 7 UU 9 U6.5 35.5 32 3 £U 5
A7U-303009 37 £ U? 3 U7 U 18 3 23 0 37 7 U£.3 31.8 25 u £5 8
A7U-303012 U8 U 53 9 51 5 37 9 3 3 2 50 8 £l 1 38.3 37 2 71 U
A7U-303023 U2 1 UU U U7 9 25 1 27 3 US 8 51 7 U2.7 38 0 s£ 0
A7U-303027 Up 7 UU 8 51 8 21 9 28 7 Uo 3 U9.5 U1.9 38 £ ££ 8
A7L-303033 u? 5 U£ £ U7 3 2 £ 7 23 0 U7 9 $5 0 U1 .7 3U 1 59 9
A7U-30U001 Ul. U U3 1 Ul 7 21 0 27 8 U2 7 51 7 Ul.9 39 3 £3 2
A7U-30U010 U3. 5 U3 7 Us U 32. £ 2U 8 U3 3 53 1 U7.0 3U 3 £7 ft
A7U-30U073 Uo 7 38 1 Up 1 32 3 28 £ Uo 0 50 £ U3.0 31 5 £0 1
A7U-30U03I U£ 5 51 1 S2 £ 29 2 32 £ Uo 7 50 7 U8.8 Uo 7 £3 7
A7L-305021 Ul 9 51 U U8 l 2U 2 30 1 Us 5 U9 5 Ul.U 3U o 52 2
A7U-306003 37 5 u? 5 U£ 7 22 3 17 £ 30 1 U8 8 37.5 27 0 £U U
A7U-306008 U5 2 50 9 U7 6 3U 3 28 1 Us 9 S£ 8 Uo.2 37 7 £5 U
K1016 U5 7 Us. 3 U£.l 37 U 38.1 57 1 U5 U 32.9 51 £ 57 0
K1017 U7 9 51 7 UU U 39 U 3U £ 57 9 U9 9 U o.l 55 8 57 1
K1018 U6 8 50 8 U7 5 29 7 3U 5 S3 9 50 2 U3.6 50 7 £0 7
K1019 U£ 3 U£ 5 U3 8 36 2 38,,3 62 U U£ 7 36.8 U7 9 58 0
L69U63-6-3 U3 1 U3 7 Up 3 18. 3* 32 2 SO 1 50.7 U2.5 U3 1 £U ft
l£9U8U-19-1 UU 9 U? 7 U3 S 35 1 36 1 U9 £ 50 £ 39-6 Uo 1 ££ 5
L71L-1521 U3 9 U9 2 U9 7 25 8 29 5 £2 3 U2.8 U l.l 32 8 £2 1
L72A-78 U3 9 U3 5 UU £ 3U U 30 5 U7 1 UU 6 U2.£ Uo 1 £7 £
L73-U12U UU 6 51 £ U8 1 22 £ 3U.5 58 8 U£ £ U5.8 28 7 £U 5
L73-1+987 UU 9 5? 5 SO 5 19 2 35 £ 52 1 50 U 39. u Up. 3 £2 1
L73-7103 U3.5 UO 5 U6.3 29 U 31 3 SO £ Us £ Ul.9 35 £ £l 3
Md70-2?21 UU 7 UU. 9 U9 £ 28 1 3U 9 55 2 U9 5 36.1 U8 0 s£ 0
C.V. 4 3 0 U. 8 lU. 5 3 2 3 6 9.2 37. U £,U
L.S.D. (5*) 2 8 U 8 7 U £ £ 3.6 7 .7 20.8 8. 2
R^w Sp. (in ) 30 30 28 30 30 27 27 38 30
R~iv8 /Plot U U 3 3 U U U 3 u
Reus 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2 2
IP? PRELIMINARY TEST IV, 1975
In^ . ill. !tmr> Mo. **n*V
Oeorge-ciarki-Coium- 9ulli- telSo- Otiun-Portage-dsnhat




























7 22 16 1519 2 12 311 11 26 21
lU 26 2k 26
3 3 9 10
10 18 22 19
2 ?3 18 2k
15 16 2k 15
27 2k 21 2320 9 23 22
26 10 19 25
1 lU 10 139 19 15 20
16 21 27 27
12 8 20 18
18 k 2 6
22 1 6 5
13 12 ' 7 8
23 5 1 1
25 26 11 122k 6 3 lU
5 17 16 221 7 lU 17
8 20 7 UU 25 k 9
17 13 13 11
6 18 5 7
7 10 13 20
18 3 6 22
22 25 23 9
23 27 27 6
1 21 17 1
5 7 15 25
15 11 lU U
3 lU 21 19
5 11 12 13U 2 20 2
10 6 2U 18
8 1 9 12
15 15 19 ?7
19 22 26 11
2 17 16 7
25 26 2 2U
Ik 18 1 23
13 5 3 17
20 23 5 218 9 7 8
10 19 10 5
27 16 22 lU
26 8 10 321 k 25 912 20 8 Ik
2k 11 18 16
15 2k k 25
PRELIMINARY TEST IV, 1975
Del. Md. Ohio Ind. 111. Iowa Mo. Kansas
George-Clarks-Colum- Sulli- Eldo­ Ottum-Portage-Manhat-
Strain Mean town I ville bus van rado Stuart va ville tan I
8 Tests MATURITY (relative dates)
Cutler 71 9-28.0 9-22 10-lU 10-20 9-25 9-12 10-6 * 9-U 10-1
Kent +U.9 +7 ♦U -1 +9 +12 +2 +U +2
A7U-302029 -5.2 -U -9 0 -11 -3 -6 -3 -6
A7U-303009 -6.8 -U -9 -1 -11 -6 -8 -8 -7
A7U-303012 -U.9 -1 -10 0 -9 -2 -2 -5 -10
A7U-303023 -5.8 -2 -10 +2 -7 -5 -6 -8 -10
A7U-303027 -U.O -2 -6 0 -3 -U -U -U -9
A7U-303033 -2.8 +2 -10 0 -1 -1 -2 -5 -5A7U-30U001 +0.1 +5 -3 0 +3 -2 -5 0 +3
A7U-30U010 -5-2 -U -6 +2 -11 -2 -6 -3 -12
A7U-30U023 -6.5 -U -10 +3 -11 -6 -6 -6 -12
A7U-30U031 +1.5 +5 -U +U +5 +5 -2 +1 -2A7U-305021 -3.1 0 -10 +1 -3 -3 -2 -2 -6
A7U-306003 -10.8 -U -13 +1 -15 -1U -9 -12 -20A7U-306008 -5-1 -2 -9 +1 -5 -3 -6 -U -13
K1016 +11.2 +12 +7 0 +15 +23 +U +16 +13
K1017 +10.1 +12 +6 +1 +12 +20 +U +12 +1U
K1018 +10.0 +10 +5 +5 +11 +20 +u +13 +12
K1019 +11.0 +12 +6 0 +12 +2U +u +16 +1U
L69U63-6-3 -0.2 -2 -2 +2 +3 +3 -1 0 -5L69U8U-19-I -2.6 -U -6 -1 -1 -2 -2 -1 -U
L71L-1521 -0.1 0 +1 -3 +3 +5 ♦1 -5 -3
L72A-78 -0.1 -3 -3 0 +1 +7 -2 0 -1L73-U12U +0.8 -1 -1 +2 +2 +7 +3 -1 -5
L73-U987 +U.U +5 +1 +2 +6 +11 +2 +2 +6
L73-7103 -0.1 +2 m K 0 +3 +U 0 -6 +1
Md70-2221 +6.1 +5 +u 0 +8 +lU +1 +8 +9
Williams (III) 0 -8 +1 +U 0 *2 -7
Essex (V) +25 +18 +33
Date planted 51IT 5-27 6-11 5-15 ?-l? ?-l8 ? -!7 ?"1? , 5-5. 5*6

